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PREFACE

intelligontsia in any modern soclety constitutes a
significant ,f.‘aefor of saciwmli‘hmal transformation and plays
a vital role in the grafting of social consciousness among
the people. In Russia, after the October Revolution of 1947,
the mtelngentaiaf 8 cantm.zmtim in restructuring the old
feudal soclety end laying the foundation of socialism on a
purely nev paraneters was a unique phenomenon of the tuventioth
century, Inmediately after %h,e revolution the crucial
problem concerning intelligentsia wans two=fold in its nature,
Firsgt, it required to change the world outlook of the old
bourgeols intelligentsia along thoe Bolshevik ideology and
secondly to use the intelligentsia's co-operation in trong-
forming the socio-ccononic strucﬁ:re of the Soviet socloty.

The chief reason of selecting tho period fron
October 1917 to 1940 in the proposed study is that alongpith
the building of foundation of socislism, the transformation of
tho o0ld bourgeois intelligentsia to the side of the Soviet
State was slmost comploted during this period., The new
Soviet intelligentsia had been significently instrumontal
in supplementing the process of socio-political, economic angd
cultural transformation of the socicty. It played an important
role in transplating the secds of sociolism in a moot
backward country of the Burope, Within the limited scope




il

of an M,Phil Digsertation the present study has been divided
- {nto four chapters,
in the First Chapter, an attampt has been made to

clarify the mesning, concepts and theories of intelligentsia
- particularly those of Libersls and Harxists,

| Chapter Second deals mm a very brief sketch of .
the higtoricel origin and evolution of intelligentsia that
formulated variocus schools of thought., It also traces the
contribution made by the intelligentsia and its eamposimm
oni the eve of the October Revolution, |

The Third Chapter is sought to cover the perlod

f£rom October 1917 to 1929, The beginning of the transition
period hod to lay its .é‘nmaais on tho ideological orientation
of socloweconomlc basis of the Soviet goclioty and also to
win over the resctionary bourgeois intcllipgentsia. It
explains the most controversial period of Ver Communism and
NEP period.

| The Fourth Chapter describes the period from 1930
to 1940 dealing wvith the conceptual framevork of the Soviet
society and socio-economic transformation of the Soviet
systea. It also traces the Zaoctors responaible for the
energonce o0f soclalist intelligentsia end 1ts involvenent
in the socio=economic developaental change during the
trangitional period,
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CHAPTER I

THE CONCEPT AND THEORIES OF INTCLLIGENTSIA

The emergence of e nev "social stratum” popularly
known as "Intelligentsia" in the 19th century Russiaen society,
divided into two different classes = nobii&ty and peasantry =
can be traced back to the period of:Peter the Great (1682-1725).
It was his awareness of the backwardness of the then Russian
soclety end farsightedness sbout the importance of the Vestern
education that lald the foundation stone of intelligentsia,
Szamuely has writtoms

The history of the Russian revolutionary move-
ment 1s the history of the Russion intelligentsio.
The two are inseparable. The Russien revolution
was the product of the intelligentsia, ond revolus
tion was the intelligentsia's ralson d'etres,..
The revolutionary movement was staffed, supported
and trained by the intelligentsia, it received

its ideas, 1ts ethos, its system of values, its
world outlook and its way of thinking from the
intelligentsia, 1 .

Vekhy, a famous Russian critique, obgerved that

ssethe intellientsia supplied the revolution with
all its idecological resources, all its gpiritusl
equipnent, togethar with 4its active i hters, ity
londers, its agitators and propagondists. It vas
the intelligentsia viich spiritually shaped the
instinctive aspiration of masses, vhich fired
them with enthusiasm, vhich was, in a word, the

1 T, Szomuely, Ihe Ruasion Irgdition (London, 1974), p. 3.



nerves and the brains of the gigantic body of
the revolution. In this sense the revolution

ig the spiritual offgpring of the intelligentsia,
and 1its history is therefore s historical Jjudges-
ment on this intelligentsia, 2

The word "Intélligentgia“ is basically of Rusesian
origin, coined by the now all but forgotten novelist
éoborykin, that rapﬁ.dly acquired wide currency through the
novels of Ta.zrgenev.g' The word itself first ap::eared in
1850 and gince then has bec.ame a common househoz.d word in
Russian language. "It 18 assumed to be of Latin origin
rather than French, because Latin vas at that time the foreign
language most used by Russian seminer‘iana.“‘" "It is not
altogether an easy task to find an acceptable meaning end
definition of the term intelligentsia since no such word
of its real meaning is available in the languages of the
iﬁesm world and to express with precision in a foreign
1anguage the ldea denoted by it can be done only by a mere
transcription,” |

It is significant to clarify the misconception
generally held by the Vestorners that the word 'intelligentsola'

2 1Ibid.

Ibides Do iy,

5 Theodore Dan, py
) pg 2‘5;
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is more or leﬁzs equivalent to 'the intellectual community' or
the 'eéucated class', or in ather words, that the Russien
'intelligent' corresponded to the European ‘intellectuel’,
This is not an altogether correct, A significont pbomrt'mn
of the mtelngentaié cons.iata& of people who were, at best,
semi~educated, by their European or Russien stondards: failed
students, lapsed scminearians, aﬁta*didacts ;m.' At the same
time a large part, probubly the greater and most highly
biviuzad part, of the educated class = higher civil servonts,
university professors, scientists, engineers end many pro-~
fessional poople - were never regarded ag belonging to the
intelligentsia., They hed forfeited this right by entering
into tne service of the state and serving the interest of the
reglme.

| Thereas the English word 'Intellectuals', the French
tIntellectuiels' ; and the Germen 'Intellcktuellet, designate
ecducated people vhose principal occupation or the source of
whoge income is intellectual labour, the Russien word
*intelligentsia’ does not mean a profeasional group of the
population but a "special zocial group united by a cortain
political ‘solidsrity. Uithin its boundaries this group one
compasses a rather broad gamut of worldd outlooks, miloSQpn&as.
views and parties. But vhat ip common to all the educated
people included in {t is their political and soclal radicalism,
Even the mogt learned and educated people, wholly imeccoupiad

N

6 Srzamély, n, 1, p» 5,



by _.im:ellecwal work, stand outside this group, 1£ they are
tempramentally conservative or resctionary. o? Theodore
Geliger distinguishes, in his sociological definition, between
the "intellectual®, as a certein type of human being or o
habit of mind, ond the "intelligentsia%, as a ¢ollective vhole
cﬁarge& vith a gpecific social funct.tems Intelligentsia
expressed the faith that reason was unfolding ineluctably
in history, leading men to more just sociol forms, and that
the bearers of intellect would be the ones to perceive ond
promote the more rational and humane noumncnual reality.g
Russion intelligentsia vas undoubtedly a social
category differentiated from the other classes of the Rugsien
society, 1t was‘ a clags that could not be defined by any
of the traditional criteria of rank, status, property, birth
or privileger it consisted of men and women of different social
originsy who held no ranks, posse;;sed hardly any property, and
enjoyed no privileges, Neither it can be compared with such
coneepts as dbureasucracy or meritocracy - for the simple reason
that intelligentsia rejected to serve the stato in any form. 0
Serving the state in any form or in any capacity wvns congidered
to be a disqualifying mctor anong the intellipgentsia,
"Strange as 1t moy oeem, the Russion intelligentsin can only

7 Theodore Den, n, 5, 0. 24,
Quoted in Kernig, n. 4, pe 302,

9 Y, Richard  Crisis of Rugaian Populisn (Cambridge
196?)9 P 5%" ‘ v *

10 32&&&91}’, Ne 1 Do 1%4»




be defined ms a social category based upon criteria not of
class, but of consclousness, upon a certaoin get of moral,
ethical, philosophical, social and political values, upon &
particular attitude towards the political and social gystem of
thelir co\mtt'y."ﬂ Ito members thought of ﬂi&mselves as wnited
| by something more than mere interest in ideas; they conceived
thenselves as being dedicated to an order, glmost a secular
pricsthood, devoted to the spreading of a specific attitude
to 1life, something like a global phenonernon. 12
Right from its emergence the Russian intelligentsia
had an hogtile attitude tovards thg Taarist autocrasey and
its sooioépolitical system, This hostility was dap!.cited'
through different forms, but it had ﬁeﬂn there os a basic
characteristic of the intelligentsia/ apart from the other
strata of the Russion soclety. It could be saild that the
intelligentsia vas not so much a class as a state of miud. 3
Ivan Akgakov, the famous "Slavophil®, described the intoelli~
gentsia as 'the self-avere people', and explained that it '4ig
neitaer an estate, nor o puild, nor a corporation, nor on
asgociation,.,.It is not oven gathering, but rather the
aggregato of the vital forces igsuing from the peoplq’.m
filivkov, a liberal historian political thinker was snothor
great chanmpion of the 19th century Russian intelligentsia,
19 Ibid., p. 145,
12 Isatsh Berlin, Rusgien
13 Szamuely, ﬁ; 1y Ds W5,
1 Ivid, |

erg (London, 1978), p. 117.




The two basic characteristics of the Russian
intelligentsia, that put them apart from the rest of the
social classes were - common education and hostility towatds
the Tsarist regime. “"The intelligentsia, hoving need of a
reformed regime became an enemy of the atate“.ﬁ Miliukov
also observed the same view about the attitude of the
intelligentsia towards the autocratic regime: 'Almost from
its inception the Russian mtalligentsia has been hostile to
the governmental gystem®, 16

In the beginning the Russian intelligentsia, though
aggressive and hostile ¢o the regime, had no welledefined
congtructive purpose, nor was it eguipped to fulfil any
such tasks, After the revolution the old regime died and
along with it died the old intelligentsia, It was only after
the revolution that a broader assessment of the character of
the Russien intelligentsia could be made, Berdyaew, a Russion
writer made a comprehensive definitiont ‘

The intelligentsia bore a strong regemblance to
a monastic order or a religlous sect, with its
own customs and traditions, even with its owm
peculiar physical appearance,..an ideological,
and not a professional or economioc grouping.
made up from different social classes,..united
solely by ideas, namely ideas of a soclal
character, 17

1% is an egtablished fact that every member of the

% L, Trotsky, ed., Ing Youns Lonin (Penguin, 1972), p. 39
6 Quoted in Szamuely, Ne 13 Po 1“‘5#
17 1Ibid.
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intelligentsia or every thinker or philosopher is the product
of his time and environment, Thus Szamuely observed that =

The Russion iﬁtelngentela was a soclal stratum

conposed of those politically arcused, vociferous

and redical memders of the educated classes o

folt totelly estronged from society, uwho rejected

the soclial and political system of Tsarist
autocracy, and who single-nindedly nurtured the

idea of the iamperative dowmfall of that .

systen, 18 S }

The intelligentsia, a product of the decay of the 0ld clasgses,
found neither an adegquate demond for 1ts skills nor a sphere
for its political influence, It broke with the nobility, the
buresucracy; the clergy, wvith their stale culture and serf
owning troditions, 0 - | '

In the pre-ravolutionary Russia the intelligentsias
was considered as a "declasse'? significantly isolated and
alienated from the rest of the society, The alienation of the
intelligentsia was in fact inherent in 'éne coauntry' s rudinentary
social structure. Bewaen the two main classes - nobility ond
peasantry « therc exlsted no middle class similar to that of
Buropcan bourpgeolsie of vhich the Yestern intellectuol commumity
formed an intepral, welleprotected and vital offshoot, Unlike
the tiegt, Rugsion society did not have interest groups vhioh

could give strongth, support and substonce to the intellcctualst

—

18 Ibid,
19 Trotsky, n. 19, D¢ 39,
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protest and falled to act as a channel between them and the
body politic, -

The Russian intelligentsia was at once more democra-
tic 'a,nﬁ more yootless than its Europeen counterparts. It hod
neither stoke nor any place in the existing soclety, I¢ vas a
declasse’, a genuine intellecctual proletariat, harmless and
wiprotected, isolated from the ming élasa by its redicalion
and from the peasantry by its education,>° |

Having got 1golated and alienated from the rost of
the soclety does not mean that it had lost 1ts concern for
the soclety, They lived in the reslm of their own ideas which
vas their chief motivating power to influence the autocracy,
nobllity and peasantry. Thus, aztér‘ the fall of serfdom, tho
intelligentsia formed almost the sole nutritive medium for
revolutionary 1deas.21 |

The Russtan intelligentsia's attitude to idens was of
a very differont natui*e ~ ideas were for thom the nnglc foreo
vhich wpuld chenge the world, the medium which contatined the
secrets of the future, The Russion intolligenteia was from the
beginning to end, romarkably conventional in its radicalism
and revolutionary faith, Faith, in revolution, progress,
reform and *the people! became the hallmark of nev confirmisn
and any one who disogreed was self-cvidently on enemy of the
socioty ~ to be branded end hunted dovn by the progressive
20 Szamuely, n., 1, pe Wb,

29 Trotsky, n. 15, ps 3%.
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intellectual establishment « just as they were persecuted
by the Tsarist regimegaz | |

As a social stratum the intelligentsia was also
shaped by the evolution of secular movements, the latitude of
_which vas often indicative of how well integrated into soclety
their originators and followers were,> The Russian intelli-
gentaia was even less "integrated" than Lta‘west European
counterpart, The Russian intelligentsia, vhether of noble,
petty noble or humble origin, did not strive to achleve a
stance of critical opposition - of alienﬁtian = from soclety.
Alienation was thrust upon him by an oppressive state and |
by & peasant mass wiich inhabited a differont spiritual
world,

The first generation of the intelligentsia that
appeared on the Russien scene in the 1840s, came to be known
as the 'men of forties' or, after the publication of Turgenev's
novel.“Fathers end Sons", as the generation of the forties,
Thoy laild the foundation of a new generation of intelligentsia
which later on‘changad tho vhole course of history into tho
revolutionary path of change, progress and dovelopment,

It ig not on oasy task to define the term intelll-
gentsia fnto one single definition acceptable by all the shedos
of people - liberals, populists or Harzists. Thero arc as
many definitiong as the htatoriana and the acholars who havo

22 7T, Szameiy,. Ne 1y De Y%
23 Kernig, n. Ly p. 302,
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attempted to define it, A unique category of poople origi-
nated out of the old orthodox traditionsbound conservative
Ruaaian‘ society, did mvt have 1ts parallel in the Ueatern
society, Hence the word 'intelligentsia’ originated and
popularised in Russia by its peagle got airxexfmt meaning and
-commotation vhich was peculiar »ta its gocio=political
conditions, Official buremucrats, liberals and popullsts,
before the coming of Marxists on the scene, gave it a meaning
suitable to their owm interests, |
However, it were the Marxists who gave the word
“Intelligentsia® an ideclogical oriecntation and the memﬁers
of this Hafxiat intelligentsis sought tho opportunities of the
prevailing conditions to take an advantage of 'mculamg the
historieal movement that culminated in the events of Cctober
Revolution of 1917. The main schools of thought that dominated
the Russian society before the Revolution were Liberol and
Harxist. In between those two schools of thought theare wore
many categories of people - Slavomﬂs,”‘ Populists, razanochintoy
or official conservatives - vho also contributed their own
idoas und ideals, I¢ would be conducive to discugs tho
concopt of intelligentsie on the basis of their general
propositions made by the Liberals and the Marzists,

The Liberals and the Populists ¢an bo brackoted

together since thelr views rogarding the phenomenon remain
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the seme in spite of | their differences of opinions, aims and
‘approaches to the fvariaus problems of the Russian socliety and
at the same time both could be distinguished specifically from
the Marxist school of thought, Like liberslism, populism in
Rugsia was not a homogeneous movement, I¢ procecded from
daifferent socisl groups Fopulism is the name not 0f a single
porty, nor of a coherent body of ideas, but of a widespread
radical movement Xn Rugsis in the middle of the 19th century,
Thg liberals and the populists agreed on the
proposition that Russian intelligentsia wos the product of
WYeatern edusation, and perheps the Yindex of VYesternization'.
These were the people of cotmon education and superior cons-
clousness and morality vho could not adjust themselves with the
grim reality of the Russian society and therefpre became
radicalized as intelligontsia, 24
any particular class ~ nobility or peasantry - rather they

They wore not the menmbors of

came from all the sociel cstates of the then Ruassian society.zs

The intelligenteia were all *people of diverse reni!
(W}s sons and daughters of clergymen, peasants,
petty officials, asrmy officers, artisang, tradesaen « vho had
become divorced, by virtue of their education (or inclination),

Zlb FieK, Palat, The icity 3 5 . e 1) 1o
{unpublished), Seminar Paper presented A
Seminar orgam,sed by ICHR, January 19'76» p. 6.

25 Szamely; Ne 1p DD 1%‘5&
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from their rfathers‘ social sﬁats.an. and could no longer fit
into the official estate system,2® Their radicalism ond common
educational experience along with the international inheritance
made theni isolated and alienated from the rest of the soclety
and categorised them as ’dec}.afsse'; _ _

Many objections have been raised to the liberal and
populist conception of the term intelligentsia, First, 1f
the process was started by Peter the Great (1682-1725), why
did the first member of intelligentsia sppear only in the
latter half of the Catherine I1's roign, more then eighty years
later. It cannot be justified that the impact of elucation was
felt only then since the "learned brotherhood®” of Prokopovich,
Tatishchev, and Kantemir were all extremely well travelled and
widely read in Europemn political literature, 3Second, 1f it
is not only a matter of intellectuanl awareness tut also of
psychological sensitivity, vhy did not sensitive persons like
Lomonosov react against an equally appalling reality before the
sensitive minds of Radishchev and Herzen or Stankovich a1d.
Third, vhy did only certain Hes-teria ideas and not others
appeal to these semsitive educated mindse Fourth, vhat wvas
the function of such an intelligentsia in pre-revolutionary
Rusgia apart from vhat they themselves conceived it to bo end

vhat their opponents accused them of being.z'_

26 Ibid., p. 149.
27 Palat, n. 2k, ps 5.
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The whole liberal intelligentsia could also not bo
qualified as radicalised and revolutionary, Lenin argucd that
from the nature of thelr position in society, the Russien
1iberal bourgeoisic as a class, together with the ltberal
intelligentsia could never be more than halfehé_ax'ted revolu=
ticnaries, that they would sell out to Tsarism as soon as they
hod edmitted their minimm objective.® Libveral intellectuals
and tho early Narodniks also lacked *unity of purpose' and
' cowordination of action'.?‘g , -

Both liberal end the populist intelligentsia did
not have any coherent ideological basis as the Harxist
intelligentaia did have, "All Russian revolutionary moveaents
in the nineteenth century hed been dominated by intollectuals,
But as the century advenced the intellligentsia, drawn mootly
from the propertied classes, yet rejecting the social system
vhich maintained them, lost their own roots and stability,
Russian novels of the period have made proverblal the general
fecklessness, indeclioion and 'dress-gown mentality' of tho
pro=revolutionary inten-.i.gentsia",m

The radical editors and critics of ninetecnth-century
Russia '-ﬂ Belinsky, Herzen, Chernyshovsky, Dobrolyubov, Pisaraev,

28 ©, Hill, ition (Penguin, 1971),

Pe 51,
29 1Ibld., D 55
30 Ibide, DP. 60
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Lavrov, Hikhailovsky -~ are known to be the ideologistsand
the natural leaders of the liberal intelligentsia, Alexander
Herzen the "gentry-rovolutionary®, the proto-populist semie-
liberal tinged with Slavophilism was among the first wvho dige
%&nguishea,and enalysed this phenomenon. Ho obgerved that the
intelligentsia was the product of the Vestern education,
persons vho, on amerging from univeraities were so horrified
by the qo_ntr‘ast betweon vhat they had been taught and vhat thoy
saw, that they formed distinct, isolated, alienated groups of
their om,:’ !
Belinsky popularly known as the father of the Russian
intelligentsia recognized that education was at once tho
solvent of ¢lasses the croater of a nevw estate of educated
' peopie. Chewnysheveky also followed his nentor, Bakunin
called the intelligentsia ag “thinking proletariatﬁ o wore
made revolutionaries by the desperate and impogsible situation.
But he could not explain their existence historically. Pisarev
ce@led the thinking'proletariat the nov type of perscn, an
intelligentsia vhoge theoretical doveloprnient determined the
courge of history; tut he did not explain hov and vhen thay
began their developaont, Lavrov and Mikhailovsky simply observed
that the intelligentsia vore above class, but no moreu32
The ex~Marxigt liberals of 20th contury, somo of

them the authoritative opokesmen of the intelligentsies found

31 Pelat, } ¢+ ¥ 2‘&9 Ps 6.
32 Ibid., pDe 6=T.
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them the delayed products of reform introduced by Peter the
Oreat, They hod a Russian monopoly of Europeen: education
and enlightenment; but they 41id not account for the delay
or the monopoly of a heritage that ocught to have been shered
by the other products of these reformg, the buresucracy.
Miliiskov a leading liberal politician and higtorian held
that in the course of westernization during the eighteenth
century, the dillottanteish pursult of literature and
aegthetics gave wvay to more serious involvement in politics
and philosophy, culminating in the career of Redishchev,
Then after a gap of a generation; there emerged serious
persons who read no pornography tut political newspapers,
discussed not women dut history and played not cards but chesa,
Almost similay views were held by other liberal intellectuals
1ike Kizewetter and Hiakotin, But no body explained roasons
of such changes in the intelligmntsie's intcrosts,>>

‘ tlestern liberal political thinkers did not cane
tritute anything more to the Views held by their Russion
coxmterpaxi'ts. S5ir Isish Berlin, Alain Besancon, Richard Pipes
'and Dantel R, Brouver agreed to the proposition that tho Russian
1ntelligentsia was simply the preduct of Vesternization,
Profossor Hertin Malia has sought the origins of the intolligen-
tsia not merely chronologically but historically, in tho reign
of Catherinc II, Intelligentsia wvere not nerely the product

53 Ibiﬂc’p PP, 7“80
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of VYestern education but the results of g&ntry becoming the
estate of the empire with Catherine's reforms between 1775

and  1785. Because Catherine granted them these privileges,

80 they began agserting their ri@ts, therefare became lidberals,
hence critical end "intclligent®,”

But it ig criticised that the gentry as a vhole class
d1id not transform themselves into intelligentsia. In fact the
transformation was that of the individual and not of the class,
even if all the members belonged to the same class. Hartin
Malia, alpo could not give sn authentic definition of the term
intelligentoia. It can be concluded that the liberal
explanation o:i’ the concept of iIntelligentsia is not cleor

and is subject to various objections,
MARXISTS

One of the characteristics of capitalism in the true

Marxian sense is that it robbed the intellecitual profession
of their prestige and placed thém in elmost similar position
to that of the proletartiat, | The bourgeoisie has stripped

of its holo cvery occupation hitherto honoured and loolked up
to with roverant awe, It has converted the physician, tho
lavyer, the priest, the‘poet. the man of'science, into its
pald wageelabour, n33 '

34 Ibid., ppe B=9,

35 K. Merx and F. Engels, "HManifesto of Communist Party",
Wﬂ (MOMCOW’ 1951)' vol.. 1' Ps 569
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Marxists have always regarded the intelligentsia
as a social stratum and never as a class in its own right;
thus neither Lenin nor Stalin would concede it en independent
role in political lite.% "The intelligentsia has never been
a class, and never can be a c¢lass « it vas and it remains a
stratum, which recruits its members fronm among all classes of
soeieﬁy."37 . '

Russian Marxists secek to find the origin of
intelligentsia in the wake of the development of cppitalilsm,
The historical events of the 19th century Russia sowed the
lseesds of capitalism the features of i’m!‘.ch were very much
discernible due to the industrialization in Russia. "In pre-
revolutionary and revolutionary times a considerable number
of educated people vho, by virtue of their intellectual
developmont, vere especially sensitive to the *signs of time!,
were able to break avay from their class, vhose dominance
wvas nearing its historical end, but only in order to become
the spokesmen for the ideas and ldeals of the class vhose
ascension had prepared by historical conditions, and to jJoin
1t in advence intellectually and socially,®

®  Tneodore Dan, himself a Marxist,obgerved that

the cducated people maintained a close, and often even

36 V.I, Lenin, Collected torks (Moscow, 1963), vol. &4,
Pe 320,

37 J uVa Stalm, "On the Draft Constitution of the USSRY,
! 3| e ENAYLAGM (Pektng. 1976)» Pe 823,

38 Theodore Dan, n. 5, pbhs 2‘5“256
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exclugive tie with the upper classes, for vhich, during the
pericd of Russian culture that may be called aristocratic, the
majority of them emerged. vhen during second half/the 19th
century the crisis in feudal society cropped up the arigto.
cratic culture alse started crumbling. 'Feudal soclety vas
succeeded by cépitalist economy,® The aristaeram youths
vho emerged as the ploneers of democracy laid the foundations
of the formation of educated Ruéaiané as a special social
group, Tho oppressive feeling of sociasl isolation of demo-
eratically~-minded educated peoplc begean fusing with a proud
consgciousness of thelr groat higtorical 'mission' when they
bogan being infiltrated and soon dominated more and moro by
the so-called raznochintsy, i.es plebelens ~ peasants, potiy
bourgeois, merchants, members of the liberal profegoions, cnd
a very strong cdmixzture of the clergy. The 'intclligentsia’
then began forming x'.e.;pi.<:1:!.:,r,.39 Flekhonov agreeing with Den
held the views that the emergence of Russian intelligentsia
was the result of the disintegration of the Estates during
second quarter of the nineteenth century, a process vhich
gtarted, specifically, after the obolition of serfdom and
developnent of capitalism, though western cducation and
westornization becano only an aspect of the whole process of
revolutionary upheavals. Plexhanov cbgerved, with qualified
commentory on HMarx, that "as a dominant class declines, its

sl

39 1Ibid,, Dps 2526,
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most conseious and far signted members breck the narrov
boundaries of their own clast snd willingly espouse tho caouse
of the new, rising and progressive ¢lass....lis point was
driven to conclusion wvith the emergence of the ramochintay
in the ecighteen sixty. w40 They, according to Plekhanov and
Dan,were the fragments thrown out by the centrifugal whird
of feudel estates, gétnerea mbsequenﬁly in é milky clustor
of diverse origin yet consistent clase xaeolaw..kw Thio vas
thé’refare the socinl base of intelligentsia, FPlekhanov also
‘agreed with the liberals that the intelligentsia were a socisl
stratum conflated by a common education,

These propositions are, however, subject to various
objeetiohs. Firgt, it does not expléi.n the timing of the
appearance of Herzen and his circle, or, to proceed one step
further back of Redishcheve The decline of the gentry can
be traced back during the cighteen century and not only in the
period of 1B20sor 1830s, It is also argucd that the decline
of the gentry began #ropcrly only during the second half of
the nineteenth century and t411 then the intelligontsia had
already matured by more then one generation. Second, the
proposition does not explain vhy most of the intelligentsin,
until the coming of Harxism, bescome the stoluarts on behalf of
hO Palat, n. 24, p. 1.

4% Ibdbid,
42 1Ibid,
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peapantry (and wgy_ﬁot of the rising bourgecisié?) which vas
neither the consequence of the decay of a particular mode of
production nor the instrument of the rise of a new cne, Third,
Flekhanov observes that the rasmochintsy were the rootless
dropouts of a disintegrating estates system, This in fact is
| a legal abstraction, In Russian society, in fact, the
estates system never existed in its 1egalls£1¢\£erm.
Raznochintay were not the gro&uct of distntégraiiah af
egtates systems They were gimply persons who ware’oz 6rigtn
neither noble nor of the civil service, nor peasant rather
they wore plebian or cammon,aa
Accordinggto Herle Faingod, "Infusion of new blood
from the,ggzgggg&gggg {the men of differont classes) gave the
intelligentsata an increasingly plebion character:.“44
Belinsky was the son of a country doctor, Dobrolyubov came
from a clerical family, Chernyshevsky alse a pricet's son,
wags originally destined for a clerical career. There vas an
increasingly large-nuﬁber 0f professional men - physicliang,
lawyers; teachers, and jJournalists = vho "belonged to tho
people by birth and...to the intellectual group by highor
eduaat;on“,“s
Lenin, a brilliant revolutionary thinker defines

intelligentsia ",..and the intelligoentsia are so-called decause

L3 Ibid., Dpp« 12"14,
44 W, Fainsod, How Munsia ig Ruled (Bombay, 1969), ps 7.
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they most congciously, most vesolutely. and most accurately
reflect and extpress the developmen% of class intereats and
political groupings in soclety as a Whole“;bﬁ Lenin rejected
the viev held by other Russion Marxists like Pleknanov and
Dan that intelligentsia exigsted as a separate identifisble
soclal group, some in the sense boing mental worker. He held
that the inteliigentsia were merely tﬁe fdevlopues of each
class interest, However,; Lenin is not consisﬁent in his
views about tne meaning and‘cbncegt of intelligentsia, In
his early days he refuted the Norodink's claim of classlesmess
of the intelligentsia and branded them as bourgeois or pretty-
bourgeois, “Tne'éaasian ‘non~estate intelligentsias®, thaerefore,
represents a ‘real social force' in as much as it defends
general bwurggaza interests®, he deelared.47
Lenin hinmspelf was very mich aware of his being a
member of intelligentsia and his views, about the intelligentoia
went very much against his own ideological thinking. Ho himgolf,
- though intelligent, was not the saviour of bourgeoois or potly
bourgeoin interest, Later in tho years of 'Vhat 1s To Bo
Done* during the revolutionary upheavals he hastcned to ondow
the proletariat vith its own intelligentsia which alone could
breathe consclousness among the masscs, ho declareds “Liko

any other class in modern socliety, the proletariat is not

46 V,I., Lenin, Collected Vorks, vol. 7, p» 45,

47 1Ibid,, vol. 1, Ps 422. [ DISS ) \
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only advancing an intelligentsia from its own midst, but also
accepts into lts ranks, supporters from the midst of all and
sundary educated people”,l‘a

Though Lenin had a definite view of intelligentsio
as an "ideologue of each class interest® he had changed his
vievs vhen the nged arcse, Thus in mé he changed the
earlier definitlion of the bowrgeois intelligentsia wh@n
asgailing the pretentions of the left 1%@515, soon o becone
kadetst "It would be a mistake to forget that this intelligentsia
45 nore capable of exﬁressing in the brocdest sense tho essenticl
interests of the bourgeois class as a vhole as distinct fronm the
temporary and narrow interests of the bourgeois upper mat."l‘g
Nelther vholesale condemnation of intelligmtsia for being a
Uprivileged stratum®, nor its glorification as a orimary
torogressive” intermediate stratum unencumbered By class tles,
wvere to becomo dominant procepts in Horxism. Lenin had
insisteds “Ve must compare the 1deas, ond otill more the
programmes of our 'non-~egtate intelligentsiag' with the position
and the interests of given 01&6865 of Rugsimn aoc:.ety“.w_
Like other strata vhich arc hard to £it Into tho two-clase
pattern (c.g. the petite bourgeoisie), the intelligentsia

148 Ibid. ) VOIQ 6) p’ 1%0
43 1Ibid., vol, 9y Ps 215,
50 1Ibid., vol, 1, Ds 424
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was divided into a "bourgeois” and e "proletarian® seeﬁi.an.m
Lenin however could not explain why the gentry in the

pre-revolutionary Russia did not manage to odvence ony
intolligentsie of their own in the Leninist sense. "Karamzin
wvas the last and properly belongs intellectually to the
eighteenth emm.“5'2 Secondly, the industrial bourgeoiole,
_could never claim of en intelligentsia of their own though
small in numbers the bourgeois class did exist in the Tsariost
Russia without any intelligentsia of their owns Lenin howover
could not solve the problem of defining inteliigentsia in any
acceptable proposition, He had rather 'dissolved the problemt,
To Lenin, '1f it does exisﬁ, it 1s bourgeois; otherwvise it doos
not exist at all'*, It is in no case an 9cceptable proposition,
1t is significant to note that the Soviet oxplanation of the
tern intelligentsia proposes the class-interests of the
intelligentsia tut at the seme time they consider it as a
' soeial stratum' or a distinct social group, that ecoerges at o
partioular‘ time under given historical conditions viz the
development of capitalism end Lenin had fully agreed to thts
propoaiti.ongﬂ

. The Soviet intelligentsia differg from the intelli-
gentsia of pro-revolutionary Russia not only in iis goolial

59 Kernig, n. 4, p. 307,
52 Palat, n, 24, P 7.
55 1bide, PPs 17=19.
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composition but also in its world outlook, Soviet scholarg
generally follow the Marxzist approach to the problem of the
intelligentsias, They regard them as a soeial stratum rather
than @ class. While some witers as Mannheim and Bukharin®®
have argued that the intelligentsia 15 a kind of *intermediate
¢lass', independent of the basic social classes. This view

is not aéceptable to mosgt of the Soviet writers, Thus official
publication of Fundamentals of Marxlsm Leninism explainsgs

The development of industry, technology and
culture in capitaligt soclety results in the
formation of a2 broad stratum, the intelligentsia,
consisting of persons engaged in mental work
(technical personnel, teachers, doctors, office
employees, scientigts, writers ete.). The
intelligentsia is not an independent class,

but a gpecial social group which exists by
gsolling its mental labour, It is recruited
from various strata of society, chiefly from
the wvell-to-do classes and only partly from

the ranks of the vorking people., As regoerds
its matorial position end wmy of life tho
intelligentaia is not homogenoous. Its upper
strata, tho high offlicials, crominent lowyers
and others, are cloger to %he capitalists,
vhile the lover strata are cloger to tho
working masses, 55

A similar definition 45 also found in the 1958 Soviet
Politicel Dictionary - "A Social Stratum (prosloike) consisting
of persons.groressionally employcd in mental labour, Indeed
in it are scientists and artists, cngineers, tochnicliaons,
‘agronomists, doctors, lawyers, teachers, and the great majority

54 L'G§ Chu#chward, ghg_ggx;gsgyagg;;;gggzaza,(Londang 1973),
p. . . .

5% Quoted in 1bid. -
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of office workers, The intelligentsia is not :a separate class
because it does not ocoupy a particular place in the system of
social produstion,®>®

The two official definitions given above are corro=-
borated by many Soviet political, scientists and scholars
_as well as by Stalin and others but "they raﬁ*@sant an older
tradition which goes back at léést, to the writings of Lenin
and other Russian Marxists before the first Russian Revolution
of 1905, 097 However, these definitions are also subject to
eriticism. First, the soclal role of the intelligentsia has
been negatively defined, The intellectuals recruited from
various clasées. wvho réc:eive their salary for their mental
labour similar to the manusl lebour, some of them arce closor
to the capitalist ¢lass. This is negative or one«dinensional
approach am'i.gh does not exanmine the social role of the
in;!:elug_mtsias ®3uch mental workers differ hovever fronm
menual workers in that their ildeological positions reflect
the class hiererchy faithfully. Therefore, the gentry=-cun~
autocracy, dbourgeolsie, potty dourgeoisic, both urban and
rural and finally the proletariat are sach equally entitled
to but varicusly endowed with an &_ntelugenﬁsi“ox their owun,
Such a definition ig vory remote from the inteclligentoia's
consciousness of themselves, of the public's perception of
them, or of ¢the historiaons regerd for them, HMogt of all

56 Churchuerd, n, 5G4, ppe Feb,
57 1Ibid., s B
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lit: is not a definition, it is a synonym for "mental 'ﬁox*ker”, a
mere lexical trick, the final reduction of Lenin to
absurdity, 20 | |

The official definitions of intelligenisia includes
in 1t oven the enemies of the intelligentsia = the army
bfﬁ-cers,' the gendrame, the "’p"ewﬁeryweyed‘l bureaucrat", and
all their desplsed servitors, the business execubives, Ve
would find Metropolitans and Archimendrites, "idiots
Romanov"! and "blessed fools", Pobedonostsev and Alexander
Ulianov, Lenin and Riabushinskii, Hilinkov and Zubatov, all
in one bizarre confraternity, (Somevhat illogically, the
orthodox priesthood Ls not assigned to the mte-lld.gentaié
dospite their superlative qualifications by such a d»efinition).
In fact, ia one sich work, we | find amengst them gtation
masters, telephonists, telegraphists, veterinary doctors,
surveyors, and sundry other pi*ofessmnal groups inconceivable
s on intelligentsia of any description,”?

A Gramsci finds the probiem of mtéiltgentsia a
complex one = .
e T ot ey e T T
torms taken by the real historical process of

the foraation of different categories of
intelléctuals, 60

58 Palat, n. 24, p. 19
59 1bid,, ps 20.
60 A, Gramgei, i‘ne Fo
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roation of Intellectuals®, in The
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He further observes that -

every social class coming into exigtence on

the original basis of an essentisl function

in the worlid of economic production, creates

with itself, organically, one or more groupg

of intollectuals who glve 1% homogoneily ana

conscioumness of its function not only in the

economic field kut slso in the social and

political field as well, &1 , : :
_ On the problem of social role of mtei’l igentsia,
Gramsel argued that while intollectuals were a perties of social
strata rather than o class, their relationship to the world of
production wvas Ymediated' by the social fobric of the social
structure and by the complex of the superstructure 6f vhich
they were the *officinlst. As ‘officials' of the superstructure
intellectuals served directly (in 'political soclety!) or
indirectly (in *civil soclety'). As officlals of the ruling
¢lass they exercised the subordinate funotions of soclal
hegemony and political government., The proletariat, in the
process of its emergence as a class and challenging tho
capitalist soclal structure; created its own intelligontsia,
partly by means of penetrating and absorbing clements of the
existing intelligentsia. But Soviet writers have dravn
snall ingpiration from Gramsci and nothing at ell from his

approach to the prodblem of intelltgentaiacsz

61 Ibid,
62 Churchwerd, n. 54, p. 4.
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A sccond difficulty in the Soviet definition of

- ‘intelligentsia 1s 1ts faillure to adopt a clear gtandard for
inclusion within the intelligentsias Should all 'vaite-
collar workers' be included in the intelligentsia? Harxist
writers before the revolution somotimes mode digtinction
between the intelligentsia proper and the semi-intelligentsia.
The former were those with a tertiary education, the latter,
those with only a secondary specialist education, Sovict
 gociologists in recent years have regarded the officiel
category of 'persgons employed primarily in mental labour®

as too wide and make various adjustments to official figures
to exclude 'white~collar workers'. Others distinguish between
intellectuals with a tertiary education and professicnals with
a secondary speciallst education only., But it is difficult

to maintain a distinction,%

The third problem with the Soviet official definition
is that m# does not include in it some who are obviously
* intellectuals’ , like professionals employed in the army,
retired professionals and students,%*

L.G, Churchward does not make any distinction betwecn
the terms !intellectuals' and 'intelligentela’ and uses the
torm intelligentsia in a Marxien sense vhich he claims provido
him an fobjective definition’,%? He pives the objective

€3 Ibid, 'I Pe S
64 1Ibid., p. 4, .
65 Ibidi ¥ PP. "‘21‘
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definition of intelligentsia as consisting of *persos with
o tertiary education (uhether employed or not), tertiary
students, and persons lacking formal tertiary qualification
but vho are professiongily employed in jobs which normally
require a tertiary qualification,® But he aprees that this
slso (resents certsin difficulties, L

P.P, Amelin, a Soviet sociologist had sought to
present a Harxist explanation which combines a functional
with a higtorical analysis and sought to overcome the
limitations of orthodox Marxist theory of intellligentols,
He says that the intelligentsolia is -

a particular internally differentiated gocial
group consisting of people who are highly
qualified and trained in mental labour in
any sphere of poclal-historical activity,
with a profession as the only, or at least
the nain, sourco of their existence. Peoople
of this group; serving the varied depands
and interests of a particular class {or
clagses) of the given poeinl system seek
their livelihood primarily by ncano of
their intellectusl ability,; general amd
special knowledge, okill, knowhow cnd
cxpericnce, Professional mental labour is
not necessary for intellectuals (intelligentov)
but it is the main sphere of thelr life
activity, Above all their inclinatlions and
talents are showm in this sphere, asking
their creative energles and social idools,
crystalizing their political and morel

norms and orientations and producing their
formation and seolf affirmation as
individuanls, 67

66 Ibid.s pe 64 _ .
67 P.P, Amelin, quoted in Churchward, n. 54, p. 6,
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The contemporary Soviet doctrine holds the Sovict
intelligentsia o3 a "people's intellipentaia®, I¢ 15 no
longer the result of Yegalitarian distribution, but of the
crreation of a surplnsg of goods based on the development of
modern productive .'E<:1:~1r=efss"ag68 ‘ : ,

in anelytical and highly appreciable proposition has
been provided by an another Soviet scholar V.R. Leiking
Svirskela, To her -

the intoelligentsia were those pergons of
higher education and various social origin
and ideologies vho stood for progress. In
conditions of a developing industrial and
capitalist society, they wvere all those who
‘made the intellectual contribution to reforn,
progress, and enlightenment, to the emergoence
of bourgeois socicty, to the creativity of
capitaligm, ¢to the Ybacchanallan wnirl of
creative destruction', Intellectunls and
ideclogues are not unigue to bourgeois society;
they issucd from the Lirst division of laobour
vith the dissolution of tribal secliety: tut tho
intelligentsia is unique to a soclety in the
thros of bourgeols transformation and there=-
after, 1In this context the entire range
from roforming statesmen like the Milluting
ang Witte, through enlightened profossors;
doctors, chemists, and engineers, humbdle
zemstvo agronomists, statisticlons, schoole
teachers, and inspectors, to uncompromising
revolutionaries like Lenin and Troteky, wére
all making thelr peculliar contribution to
this process, and belonged to the fraternity
knovm as intolligentsia,

The proposition surmounts the problem of class origing vhieh
has confused many writors vith tho "gentry revolutionary® of
68 Kernig, n. 4, Pes 307,“:-w
69 Palat, n. 24, pp, 2122,
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- the forties deveibpi:;g into "raznochintsy" of the sixties. 1t
is also bereft of the Leninist view of ideological hegemony
over the'qanscidua development of each class or interest; yet
it has preserved the Marxian concept of its emergence to a
~ particular phase of development and modernization, which
Plekhanov did not do, The only .criteria of its Justification
to the hisgtorical conditions of a particular developing
soclety is "progress, reform and enlightenmént“; Leikine
Svirskaia through its proposition has put the liberals,
Populists-revelutionary or conservative, Marxists and official
bureaucrats into one category since all gtood for reform and
progress. Thus Speransky, Dmitrii, Miliutin, Vitte and
Stolypin were as much important as Herzen, Chernyshevsky,
Dobrolyubov, Léyroy;Tkaohﬂv, Fikhailovsky, Plekhanov
Martov and Lenin, But by all stendards of judgement only the
latter are known as intelligentsin,; since the former though
stood for reform or progress but were supporters of Tsarist
autocracy and conservative os we11~70

The conclusion about the meaning and concept of
intelligentsia 1o difficult to be made, The intelligentola
as a s§c£a1 strotunm is under the procecss of a continuous chaonge
and development of 3oviet soclo-political systems The old
consarvative, orthodox intelligentsis had died with tho

70 1Ibid., ps 2bs
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revolution and a new intelligentsia has been created vhich
has given it a new concept and 2 new meaning, Under the
historical development of soclalism in the USSR the nev
Soviet intelligentsia basically differs from the old
intelligentsia, The old definitions do not apply to. the
contemporary intelligentsia of the USSR. Though the
contemporary Soviet writers have attemplted to défine this
nev intelligentsia tut a single comgrehensively acceptable
definition is otill very mich sought after,

(R XL E
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THE HISTORICAL EVOLUTION OF INTELLIGENTSIA AND ITS
COMPOSITION ON THE EVE OF OCTOBER REVOLUTION

~ The October am:!.utianox‘ 1917 was ﬂm single over
great revolution of the twentieth century that shookd the world
and laid the foundation of the f&:‘ét Soclalist ‘Gouﬁtry the
basis of which vere the ideological precepts of Harxisme
Leninism, Thik eventually broke away the old traditional
conservative tenots of the Russian system.Fainsod rightly
observed that "every revolution bears the stamp of its
own distinctive genius, It is a product of historical forces
that go before, of the leaders who shape its course, ond of
the pfablems with which they are cmfronjhed.ﬂi But the tradi-
tional trends in the Russien Revolutionary movement of the 19th
and early twontieth centuxy can be traced oven earlier in the
seventeenth century Russia in the famous Stemka Razin's

,,,,,

Cossack rebellion and the Streitsi revolt snd Pugachev
uprising in the late eighteenth century. The last quartor of
the eighteenth century marks a growing popular and intellectual
movenent x;mic;h c;:nﬁ'zmxted to the formation of soeclal ideas

S

1 M, Falnsod, Heyt RBugsias ig Ruled (London, 1964), p. 3.
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and better organiged opposition to the autocratic Tsarist
regime, 2
From Decenbrists revolt of 1825 to the revolution of
19175 the vhole history of nineteenth century Russis is full
of revolutionary aot!.ﬂtie's and revolts, But "if the rovolu=-
tionary tradition of Russia was particularly strong and
entxvenéhed in 1917 it was certainly not due to some special
facet of the Russian soclal character, It is not in tho
Russian scul tut in the social and political structure of
Tsarist Russia that the key to this revolutionary tradition
iz to be found, 03
The Rusgsien stote of the nineteenth century was
“and bureaucratic hiWWM‘&@ The wholce society was
divided into two main classes - gentry and peasantry. It
lacked the bourgeois middle class akin to that of Uestern
Europe, though the roots of industrialisation hed alrondy been
implanted on the Rupsian soll. The liberal treditions wore
well established in the bdeginning of the nineteonth contury.
But there was no well organised movement similar to thope in
Vestern Europe, though, of course, it was very much prosent
in its enbryonic form thet necded only time omd opportunity to

2 AGGQ I‘IM 103 €
1965) s Do Aé?

3 L.G. Churchuard, |
1975) s De 220
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evolve into an effective opposition against the absolutist
government, The Napoleonic wars, Russian participation m'
Europesn affalrs, and increasing contact with the VWest
stimslated the growth of awareness of the facts of Russia's
backwardness that led to discontentment against the rogime and
a minority wﬁs created to display a certaifx degree of open
resistance to the government, Direst contacts with the
Viestern Europe came through the travels of individuals and
through European writings,

As already explained, it was Peter the Great who
led the c’mntry on to the path of westernization. He degan
to send young men to the West to be trained. They roturned
with something more than mere technical skill of shipbuilding
“and khowvledge of military seiencess They brought along with
them the political and social ideas that dominated the VYestern
Burope, mé works of such writers as Grotius, Hobbes, Locke,
Pufendorf, Mably and Roussesu, Diderot, Montesquieu and
Voltaire were well known to many educated Russiens. Host of
the Decemberists were pupils of Encyclopedists - and were
decply influenced by the revolutionery movement in France and
other countries, They cherished the idcas of thelr predccessors
like Krechetov, Radishchev or Pnin, The Decemberists had
acquired their liberal 1ldeas of politicel institutions through
~ their acquaintance with foreign literature and with the
rovolutionary movemem:‘ in Vestern Europe,

-



The increasing intercourse, in the carly nineteonth
sentury, wvith Vestern Europe deprived Russia of her political
isolation. ﬁemr young Rugsion students studied abroad,
particulerly in German universities and acquired more end
more 1iberal ideas of social and political institutions,
Developments during the years of 1812-18%4 haétened the dip=
integration of old Russis, brought the Russian Emplre into the
family of Yestern nations and revesled amply the striking
contrasts of social, political and economic institutions of
Vestern Burope and backward Runeia,’
bent upon 0 increase its pover and tightening the bureaucratic
hold over the masses, "Blindly, fumblingly, it sought to
extract from the Yest the nanifest sources of strength, vhile
‘attempting at the same timo to preserve the foundations of
Lts traditional suthority in the Russian lond ond oven to
elaborate upon thenm, u3 |

The growing hold of the autosratic regime and 1t
suppressive paliciea. propelled the discontontuent among the

The auntooracy vas

young Rusoian student rovolutionaries, vho sparked the

Llame of revolt against the sutoeracy that culminated in the
year of 1825 popularly knovn as the "Decembrist Rovolt®, bBut
their revolt succecded only in exposing the dismal inadequocy
‘of thelr strength ond their isolation from society.® fhe

4 Flazour, ne 2y Pe 540
5 L.M

é Ibid. s Pe 5e



74

- revolt was suppressed quxcély and ruthlessly,

The successive events of fhe f£irst quarter of the
nineteenth centwry witnessed the emergence of the Russion
1ntélli\gems1-a. HMarked as they weore by this rapid succession
of events - the "betrayal' of Alexander, the failul‘-e of the
Decembrist revolt, the succession ta the throne of that
symbol of roaction, Hicolas I « the 18209 may be considored
as the birth date of Russian intelligentsia, These years
sav the ;évents that crystalized the fealing of total
elienation from existing soclety which gave the Ruaai.em
mwlligentsm its peculior and unique i.dentity.

The intelligentsia had risen iIn Rugsia out of the
0ld soclety of 'estates', as the very sign that this socloety
was disintegrated and xncli.r;ed_ to its dicadence, Its ,
emergence had been precipitated by the groving atteapt of the
absolutist power to super impose with tﬁe aid of techniques
and crafts imported from the Yest - a modern burcaucratic
state upon the old socicety of medieval estates.

The virth of Russien intelligontsia in the years
0f 1B20~-1B40 coincided with the literary work of some of tho
4mportant witers of the Bussion literature of the century amd
"4t yas through the m,edh,m of literature that the nen vho
became the forerummers of the radical intelligentsia =

7 Ibid,



38
R.adi-shcnev and Novikov - atquired their .faime.a The literature
of this age is the barometer of their diaconﬁenta.g And it
was in the pages of literature that this new stratum of
inte).ngentsi.a made hig first appearance - as that dﬁ.stmetive
flussian character, the 'superfluocus man' The favourite
heroes of the great writers -~ Pushkin's Onegin, Griboyedov's
Chatsky, Lermentov's Pechorin, Turgenev's Rudin, Goncharov's
Oblomov, and Herzen's Beltov specifically register their utter
disfllusionment and discontentment of the Rusai.an ‘soclety,
These superfluous men, the prototype of young men in real
1ife vere men of education, cmeﬁiousnesa and sensitivity vho
were willing to accept the harsh realities of the Russion
1ife and were unsble to £ind a place within 1t, '
'~ The Russian intelligentsia, to its uttor dismay,
found itself isolated and alienated from the autocracy and
gentry above because of 1ts radicalisn and antagonism with the
governnent, end from the L@orant brutish peasantry belov
because of 1ts cducation and sensitivity,
The activist heroes depicted in the novels of Turgenev
and Chernyshevgky reflected the aspirations and emotions of
the new intenigentaia vho were beginning to assert thoir
claims to shope the destiny of Ruasias'' In the beginning most
8 T, Szamiely, Ihe Rus
9 Fainsod, n, 1, Dy 6.
10 Szemuely, n. 8, p. 18,
41 Fainsod, Ne 14 Ps Te

Long (London, 1974), p. 8.
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of the members of thig new stratum belonged to the higher
classes of Rusgion soclety namely nobelity and gentry vho, by
the grace of providente, hed all the resources at their
disposal to acquire and accumulate a nev sense of awskening,
"The ' superfluous' men of Russien literature all came from
the ranks of ncbility’-’.-’ So too 4id the firgt generation of
the intelligentsia®, 2 Writing wes found to be a gainful
profession, Mand within the intelligontsia ~ ag indeed, within
the revolutionary fnovemenﬁ « the non-noblemen were feu and far
botweent, '> The fact was that most of its members' identified
thelir interest with the regime, %

However, during the middle of the nincteenth century
the Russisn intelligentolie went through a rapld change in its
composition as well ag. its cutlobk.,.v Their social roots were
no longer overvhelmingly confined to the nobility and the
landed gentry, 15 Amongst the firat generation of the Russian
intelligentoia the only first plebian who occupied a considerable
leading position in the *nascent Rusgian intelligentsia wmas
the well known literary critic V, Belinsky { 1811-1848), son

of a doetor..‘a ﬂhy Belingky got the nickname of ffurious

12 Szamuely, n. 8, p. 148,
13 Ibid,.

4 Paolngod, n, 1, Ds 64

15 Ibide; D Te

16 Thoodore Dan, Ihe Orising of

o4 Bolsheyd ‘ {London, ‘l%‘&)g
Pe 20, ) .
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vigseriant, Theodore Dan says that «

Fleithanov Lo probably right in thinki
that Belinsky x'ecewgd' % somevhat ing
moaki:f nicknane of 'furious vissariant
from his noble friend because while

' practically the sole plebian in his group?

4l

he behaved with respect to the 'Yaccubed

queation' of the time with far little

regtraint than the enlightened represens

tative of the nobility. and he s

unquestionably right when he says that

Belingicyts ! fury' vas like a.sort of

prototype of the *fury! in social and

political 8uesti.ons that towards the end

of the 18503 brought about a profound

cleavege botween the plebelen core of

the Intelllizentsia and the aristocratic

ploneers of the Rugslan democraty,

including Herzen himself, 17

. Belinsky was practically the first gnd the sole

plebian in an 2lmost exclusive aristocratic milicu, He
struggled for the spiritual e;mm«:&;ﬁaﬂm of the peasantry
from the specifically aristoecratic influences. It prepercd
the victory in Rusgsian dcmocratic thinking of thoge
politically and sociolly far more radical ! plebian' tendencies
vhose herslds were two of Belinsky's sugcessors = Chetmyshovaty
gnd Dobrolyubov, both of them sons of clergymen.® And it
vas this pleblan victory that at the same time marked the
consolidation of the Russian intelligentsia as o specicl gociol
grouping®, © | o
The first aristocratic gencration of the Ruasion

intelligentsia that appoarcd on the Russion scone in 1B40g
17 Ibides D 2
18 Indd, - -
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popularly became knoun aé the 'men of fortiest, or after tho
publication of Turgenev!s ¥Fathers and Sons®, ag the gene:?aﬁon
of the fathers, It lws baglcally a uniquo group of nowvly
talented creative generation of Russian society, The trhole'
group of intelligentsia which began emerging in this pericd
consisted of briiliant constellation of nevellets, playwrites,
poots, scholars, critics and philosophers, Most of them hed
acquired the world wide acclaim through thelr works and hed
become the vehement c¢ritiques of Tsar Nicholas autocratic
gtate, ' |

A significant charasteristic of the first gonoration
of the intelligentsia was that ﬁmere vas nothing dogmatic or
uniform sbout them and having a vide diversity of politieal and
social viewn, they were at onc only in thelr hostlility
tovards tho existing order and particulorly its hatred of
gserfdom, Isaich Berlin considering the period of 1833«1843
as the period of 'The birth of the Russien intelligentsia’
calls 1%t "A Remarkable Decade®, The 'original founders' of tho
Russian intelligentsia, !created something which wés destined
- ultinately to have world wide social and political conscqueonces! -
wvas tho Rupsian revolution iteelf, ¥ smnese revolte's carly
Rusolan intellectuals set the moral tome for the kind of talk
and action which continued throughout the ninetacnth and corly
twonticth centurios, until the £inal climox in 1947, %20
19 Isgalsh Berlin, Bugsien Thinkers (London, 1978), Pe 115+
20 Ibid,




42
They were a high minded, romantic set of people.

Divorted from social reality and driven by the
pressure of their unorganised and unsatisﬁed
emotional needs, most of the members of
the intenz.gentsia expanded ¢t}

during the 18308, 1840s and early 19503.

the futile search for a ;hzlo:aamical

snaceas th smfted r |
PRlioaopny o Fgpeatedly o R e
d to another " from Schelling and Fichte

% from Hegel to French utopian
socia 15%3, from the utopian soclialists o
J «Se MLl aﬁd to Conte, 21

These mtelligen'b group of people‘ talked sbout art for

arts sake and devoted their 'awskening' in the discussion
about humanity, beauty and reasoning. In Russia "the

Gorman philosophy provided bot,h an epcape from the depressing
reality of m.eholas" times ami a guide to actiox,x.”zz
Alexander Herzen, a member of the inteliigentsiay having
full faith in ﬁw inevitability of revolution was convinced
that "the philosophy of Hgel is the elgebra of revolution,®23
But "the rapid end superficisl shifts in ldeology, the
shallow changes in the organization of consciousness that
marked the evolution of the intelligentsia during the 1830s
and 18408 could not provide any subgtantial rolief for the
deep frustrations that lgy under. them“.‘zh They played a

21 ﬁam&?ﬁnf ne 5, 9. B

22 A.Bazullam; Lenin ond Bolghovign (Great Britain, 1975),
Pe Hze

23 1Ibid,
24 Halmson, ns 54 Ps D!
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gecondary role in the dovelopment of the intelligentsia
proper, Their spirituasl ascendancy was short lived and a
bare Qecede later it faded awsy with the evolution ond
emergence of a new type of intelligontsia which was basically
different from its first generation,

By the late fifties and eérly smiecs a mangg in
the orientation and composition of intelllgenfylp wes dis=
cernible under the spiritusl leadership or Chernyshevesys
Dobrolyubov and Plgarev, Therc was a morkod shift in the
composition of student body in the universities. Egpliep
the students wore selected predominantly fron the youth of
aristocratic extraciion, nov they came from the aifforent
social strata of the Rupnion socicty. They belonged to tho
go=called ‘raznochintsy' people of diverse ronks gons (and
later denghters) of clargynen, peasants, potty offictals,
army officers, artisans ond %radamnm.zﬁ T™ais van a
generation of “young realist, vwho carlier in the docode hed
been content to 'recognize .theiv congciousnogs® in acsordance
with the tenets of positive scionce, nov felt impelled to
transform the world in the light of these oolentific
prinociplo a“.zﬁ

In 2act the universitios became the hot beds of
sedition, rebellion ond disaffeoction, Tho nov goneration of

25 Sgamucly, n. 8, P. 49,
26 Haimson, N, 5 Ds 9
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— intelligentsia retained this character in the form of terrorism
£0r the next half of the century out of which sprang tho
revblutwm | |

The generation of 1860s, being composed of * paople
of diverse rank', belonged to all c':laasee end to none, it
originated within the people and yet stood outside it; it was
very mich a part of society and yet remained an extrancous
element within the body politic. It was the first sociol
group in Russian history that could claim itself free of the
state, solldify its detémination to oppose the autocratic
state and follow the path of revolution. It held the
agpirations of rem'esentlng the Russian soclety and agsumed
the task of curing the ovils of the soclety, In most
respects the *men of sixties' or the 'generation of sons' was
different from the fatherst, upon vhom they transferred much of
their enimosity towards socliotys ;)eering at their cult of
art for arts,sake, disparaping the lofty ideas, uptralding
then for half-hearted nberalism and taunting then for thelr
comfortable lifes Chernyshevsky 9ePicted them, throuch his
writings, 'men of the new age', expressed unlimited trust in
their intelligentsia and heald conxidence in the copobility of
these men to remake the world in the light of rational
grznciples,zf

In the line of succession the men of sixties were
followed by the men oi{ seventies and then by those of eightiles,

27 Ibide, Py 10,
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vith the passage of time new revolutionary .for-ces ﬁppeared on
the Russian soll that hastened the pate of revolutionary move
ment, The second half of the nineteenth century witnessed the
emergence 6f many new political groups of intelligent people,
having divergent vievs, ideologles, progremmes and approaches
to the bagic problems of Fussian society. All the movements
‘0f Slavophill, westerners) Narodnikis!, liberals' and

Marxists' were the movements of the Russion intelligentais

and "despite the ferocious feuds, certain fundamental premises

were held in common by every generation of the intelli-
gemtsia“a% |

There was an intensification of the Vesterner
versus Slavophil discussion that indicated o growing concern
among the intelligentsia, ébaut vhether Rugsia should £5ilow
the path of industrial and libersal .soé;l.ety of the VYest, or
should build g unique society on their own,on the basis of
her tradit.lma‘! institutions aud concepts, Both the groups
of intelligentsia had much in common, They drowv thelr
inspiration from Europeaﬁ philosophera guch as Hume, Voltaire,
Rant, Schelling, Hegel ond from socialist thinkors guch as
Saint Simon, Proudhon, and later Karl Harx. Both were
influenced by the romantic writers such as Goethe, Schiller

28 Szamuely; ne 85 ppe 150=51,
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and Chateaubriand end tended to idealize the Russian peasant.
Both shared a love of Russia with oriticism of the incompe-
tence, corruption and suppression of the governments hoth
vere against serfdom, against the division of exploiters and
exploited, and both appealed to what they thought was the
true spirit of Russien history.

The Slavophils held that the tiue spirit of Russian
culture found i1ts expression in the orthodox church and in
the traditionel Russian social and political ingtitutions,
They held firm belief that Russion civilization was inherently
ouch superior to that of Vestern Europe, for it was baged
upon true Christianity and the communal crgani_sati.on of the
nir., They maintained that the reforms of Peter the Great
had introduced an’'alien element into the natural development
of Russian socliety, and they wanted a spiritual reform of
Russion society that would enable it to carry ocut the
miésionary work of spreading Russian civuizationuk

The Slavophil intelligentsia although claimed to be
non=political, they were in fact, ultfawraonser’éative, Thay
supported the autocracy against revolutionary movements and
_ fostered Great Russian nationalism, "Slavophil political
" thought, more reactionary than congervative, was péycnologipally
appealing to the nationalistic, 'to the introspective to the
defensivé. and to the religious,?”29 | |

Slavophil intelligentsia were Mt a united group
of coherent ideas, They were generally from the rural

- .

29 Tu m@sony £t LML

ht (New York, 1957)0902500
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‘background and polarized themselves agamst the westerneras,
The founder of the school, Alexis Knnmi.akovand‘ Iven
Kireevgky, attracted a cmse group of disciples including
Poter Kireevsky, Iuri Samarin, Kontentin, Ivan Aksakov, and
~ Alexander Koshelevy N, Karamzin, a prominent member of the
Slavophil intelligentsia was opposed to the introduction of
any kind of conatitation, .

Klree\mky wag convinced that the orthodox faith
was the basls of Russlan society and that its histoﬁ.caa.
evolution would only be perverted by the introduction of non-
Russimn ideas and customs. Khomyskov extended the clalms of
the Slavophils to include all the Slav people, vhercas
Aksakov was opposed to tho bpd influence of western idecas on
the purity of the Slavophil ideals and gave support to the
repreassion at home and ithe: Pan Slev movement abroad, Their
views vere distorted into political Pan Slavism by Nokolad
Danilevsky that led to unrost in castern Europe. Fedor
Dostoevsicy, Konstantin Leontev and Pobedonstev also devaloped

aspects of the Slavophil movement.m
| ¥ith the extinction of the Slavophil intellipgontsia
 from the Fussian scenc in the nineties the movement died dovm,
"'yet the vigour o.f the movenent was fer from exhausted, On
the one hand, it contributed arguments to thoso testerners
who, 1like Herzen and Chernyshovsky, wished to avoid
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capitalism, and its adumiration for the peasant and his pir
became an important part of the dootrine of Narodniki. On
the other hend, Kireevsky's vigbrous denial of tho VWest and
his confidence in the mission of Russia vere strains of"
thought leading in Juan Aksakov, Nikolal Denilevsky, and
otherg to cultural and political Pan Slavi.am His fidealization
of the unity of the Eastern Church became in Kanatantin
Leontev a driving, euthoritarisn imperialism hoping to
recreate the Byzantine Empires EL

The Vesterners on . the othar hend, believed in thoe
unity of European civilization. They sav that Russia was
backwéard before tho reoforms were introduced by Peter the G'roat
and found salvation of this backwardness in the introduction
of Viestern Europoan methods of social, economic snd political
organization,  They were radical in politics and often
atheistic in religion, They bolieved in the rights of the
individual, and held that the state existed for tho material
welfare of the individuagl, They did not share tho viows of
the Slavophils that the state was something like a 'mystical
and moral structure!, They held a strong passion for bringing
Russian 1life into harmony with lVestern models,

Chandayev, Belinsky, Herzen and Bekunin were tho
prominent figarcs amonget the westerner intollipgentoia,

51 Ibidu’ PDs 226"70
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Chaadayev questioned the g’rea‘aﬁess of Russia's past, attaéked
orthodoxy and demonstrated Russias's isolation from the rest
of Europe., He was very much avare of the differenses
between Russian and Vestern development, but unlike the
Slavophils he did not f£ind the major advantages on the amé
of Russia end unlike the later Vesterners he did see Europe
as a source from which to borrow, but rathor as a school
from which to learn, 2 o S
Belinskys a literary critic, upheld the superiority

of reason and knowiadge over the autocracy of church 4and the
states "The literary reminiscences of the young radicals of
the 30s and 40s -~ Pamev and wife, Turgenev, Herzen, Annenkov,
Ceareva, Dos‘bé@akj - agree in stressing this aspect of
Belinsky as the !conscience' of the Russian intelligentsin,
the ingpired and fearless publicist, the ideal of the young
revolets, t&ae vritar who almest alone in Russia had the
character and the eloquence to proclaim c¢learly and harshly
vhat many felt, but either could not or would not openly
declare, w33

Supremly endowed with soclal consclousness, and
unencunbered vith the mysﬂc.ﬂm of Chasdev, Belinsky shook
his generation of intellettunls pérsiatenﬂy. orienting nany
of them toward Vegtern ideas of progress and human dignity,

35 i’ﬁidag D 1?7-
%5 DBerlin, n, 199 Ps 150,
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Influenced by Herzen and by Foucrbach, he turned to socinlism
ond materialisn and attacked all those who defended in
literature the existing conditions, Among the more theoreticsdl
Vestorners vho admired and followed him end shaped the
nineteenth century thought were Herzen and Chmyshevakya%
Hergzen, who spent most of hisg 1life in exiiq vas ong
of the most noted of the liberals and later socialist’
publicigts. As compared to the young m‘en,ukelﬂeli.nsky angd
Bakunin, who were buried in German metaphyaics»ami’m the "
study of Schelling and Hegel, placing the pursuit of truth
and beauty before the problems of Russian society, Herzen wao
an outstanding representative of the intelligentsia who gavo
mere thought to the soclal prodlems of the Russian soclety.
He held the view that instead of the political revolution,
vhich had proved so disappointing in France and Polend (18u8),
Rugsia needed a soccial revolution and argued that "if tho coonomtc
advantages held by the property-owning clags vere eliminated,
political privilege would automatically disappeer®. > In his
colebrated periodical, "The Bell" (Kolokol) he dealt with
anything that scemed to be related with topical intarest,
_ He hed developed hatred for despotiem and in particular of the
Russian sutocratic reginme. He vas also convineod that
- equally fatal dangers would come from his owm soclalist and
revolutionary alliea.z’e

i

3’# Anderacn, N. 29, ps 198,

36 Berlin, n, 19, p., 193,
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Herzen accepted that the Russian peasant commine
might well be the factor enabling Russia to by=pass the
capitaliét thase of de;reloment.; The commne, with its
implication that the land bglongsy‘ba tﬁose m& cultivate 4it,
had prepared thoe peoplé- for the principle of soclaliom, He
stated that this type of socialism would be more eaai.ly_
accepted in Russia than tﬁa‘b of tiegtern Europe, He _a;so
accepted the possibility of Tsar himself introducing the
neecded reforms He also appealed to the conscience and
intelligence of the gentry to vhom Herzen himgelf belonged,

‘Herzen was the representative of the intellectual
and moral side of the ré\roluﬂenarsr gppeal. "Though to the
Rugsian *angrymen' of 1860s Herzen was something of a
phony, edvocating mvzﬁuﬁm from the sefety and luxury of his |
foreign residence; dencuncing materialism,,.the later
radical thought reclaimed and acknowledged his scrvices,

" Lenin himgelf was to enz;*oll Herzen amcng’ the great precursors
of Bolsnew.am,"w | |

Herzen was sure that Russia would not sccept a
solution to the problem of political 1iberty vhich did not
olso attack the problem of economic digtribution more effcotively
then had western ecapitelisn. He was onc of the most individualistic
and most western of the Russiansg, he nonetheless emphatically
rejected the individualistic cconomdecs of the Vests He pinncd

L

37 Ullemy; n. 22, p. 57.
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his faith in the typileal Rugsian type of ‘ag-&ian socialism?
baged on the 'village commme' and idealized the democratic
Russian peasent, His "main contribution to ths revolutionary
tradition lies not wholly in his sgrarian soclialism,,..His
contribution 1lies in his role as teacher ond inspirer. It
was he who through the exemple of his personslity and his
skill as a writer and journalist created the classical
ethos of the Russian intelligentsia: the attitude of
intellectual opposition to the authority, of soiicitude
for "the peap:'.e“' and of consecration to politica as the duty
of every thinking end honest mm-"'ga

Bekunin carried the practicel application of the
Westerner's ideals to the extremes of anarchism, He wap
Russia's first major exponent of pnarchism as a political
philosophy. He called for ruthless and violent smashing of
0ld institutions, to be followed, not by individual autocracy
but by spant_meohs community of co-operation and the foderation
of commnities in which a men would obay only his owm
convictions, He moved in intellectual circles, both
Slavophil and Yesterner, debating German philosophy with
other members of the contemporary intelligentsie = Stankovich,
Belingky, Choadayev, the Aksskovs, and Horzan, though he wvas
eonside;‘e& to be an findisciplined personality® ,39 it 19

39 Andersony; n. 29, p. 233
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"almost superflucus to say that Bakunin never worked out a
systematic philosophy of revolution or of socialism, His
soclalism wag mostly of visceral type:s the revolt against
any kind of @péreaslon and inausfiee, rejection of any
palliatives or halfway measures,“ﬁg

The young intelligentsia of 1870s took much interest
in his teachings of radicalism, He was an enti-Harxist
and considered 1t "another way of arriving at the centralized
oppressive state”,?' Bakunin contrituted mich to the |
" Russian Populism of the nineteenth century through the legend
of his own personality and his revolutionary skirmishes.
"In the long line of the revolutlonary figures that beging
with the Decembrists and ends with Lenin, Bakunin stands
somevhat to the side, ready to take on any and all proponents
of oppression and coercive tastitutloﬁs, and strongly
atﬁfaﬁttVe'desp;te.his,hugg xaulta.ﬂaa

Chernysheveky was the most important literary
personality among the westerners in the 1860z and 708 vho
left long~lasting impact of nis revolutionary ideags upon the
radical intelligentsia of the future generation. The younger
gencration 1ncreaaingly gave its adherence to Chernyshevoky

40 Ullamy n. 22, pe 53
41 1Ivid.
ti2 Ib.idit Py' 56.
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and his like~minded c¢olleagues on the editorial board of
*The Contemporary', who were advocating the imposition of
seézansm by revolution if necessary. ~Chernyshevsky was well
avare of the price of the revdlutzion but nany of those whom
he ingpired were noty the futile viclence advocated by gone
of his followers led to the public alienation and hié, own
imprisonment, He never took, Vagain, an agtive part in the
revolutionary movement, though his novel, 'Vhat 1s to be Done®
inspired many subsequent generation of, revolutionories
including Lenin, who even borrowed this title of his famous
political treatise: "What Is To Be Done?,

| Lenin himself a great adnirer of Chernyshevsky
edmitted that "I became a revolutionary at the ege after
reading Chemyénevsky:.“ The novel painted an cptimistic
picture of what could be achieved in Russia, not by terror,
but by comoperation,by education, and by enlightened gelfw
interest, It became a bible for the twe generations of
nprodniki, It is sometimes said that Marx learned

Russian language so that he could read Chernyshevsky, HMarx's
opinion régaz“dmg Ruseia were influenced by Charnyshevaky's
theory of the peasant commune., HMarx called him a great
Russian scholar and ¢ritic. Though, not g Harxist, he was
admired because of his materialism » his stress upon economis
matters, and his militent assurance that the lower classes
must work out their own salvation.
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In the 1860s Chernyshevsky' s confidence that the
capitalistic stage could be avoided was the basis of his
popularity and influence, Chernyshevsky's influence on the
revolutionary intelligentsia including Lenin and on subsequent
development of the Russian revolutionary movement is not a
debotable issue. He is considered as a ‘Great Predecessort
by the Soviet historian., The historians stress -~ "that for
‘all his lack of the final g*aca of Harxism, no i‘s.gura looms
as great in the history of revolutmn prior to Lenin, The
father of Russian Marxism, Flekhanov, is by comparison a dry
raisonneur, The re?alutiﬂonar;ea of the People's Will who
offered their lives in.ﬁz.g’mthag the sutocraecy ere the
romantic precursors of ﬁle men of 1905 end 1917. But
bherny éhevsky rapresents not only the idea and the resolve
of revolution., He mirrors the mentality of the rewvolutionary:
his cunning and naivete, the ability to withstond and to
inflict suffering, both the crudity and the elation of his
vision of better world, n43

It was the failure of 1848 revolntian in Vestern
Burope that gave an opportunity to the progreasive intelligentsia
such as Herzm, Chernyshevsiky and Dobrolyubov, to cbendon their
falth in liberalism and parliamentary reform and sought to £ind
the solution in the theories of peasant revolution. The
intelligentoin sterted an ective participation in the campaign

43 Ivides De 9%
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for the enancipation of the serfis-resulted in the E:maﬁcipatton
Act of 1861 «- and for the development of Russian soclety
towvards agrarian socleliem rather than capitalism,

The younger generation of the intelligentsis that
cane out Qf_ the universities of ?‘f’ioacw, St. Petershburg, Kiev
and Kazen formed various underground activities and organi-
zétions hai;iitg direct clashes with the pgovernmental authorities.
They "were actively involved in all re%olutio:;aery xﬁovanents
t:‘rom the carly W {Land 'and Liberty) proups of carly
sixties through the v;rtous populist organizations to the
Social Revolutionary and socialist groups at tho end of tho
century, ol Hlaxim Gorky considered them "a phenomenon vhich
is unéqualled in spiritual beauty ond iove of mankind“,%

The Russion intelligentsia were not, as in the rost
of Europe, essentially bourgeoiss They came chiefly from the
professional classes and the nobility. Thoy were divided
into groups and ‘circles' where socialist and revolutionary
political ideas were discussed in the abstract, Thore vas e
frequent ideological shifts that morked the evolution of the
intelligentsia during the second half of the nineteenth
century, There were two contrasting modes of oriontation =

4y Churchwvard, n. 3, p. 28,
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first the "left" position that was expressed in Cherny shevsky' o
slogan of !'gelf-affirmation', in his insistence on the
ability of a small elite to remalte the world in the image of
ita consciousness and the second was the fright" posi‘!:ion_‘%
To say that the WQmuon of the intelligentsia moved in
this fashion during much of the nineteenth and early twentieth
emturies is not to deny that meny members of the &nte‘lligentsxa
wvere predominantly inclined to ane cr the éther positiom But
[T2] does mean that the history of the revolut.tonary
intelligentsia may be regorded as the product of the
changing equilibriun between the self-affirmation of the
lntelli.gen’hﬁié left and the more adaptive position of the
rignt, o7 |

The most fmportant contribution of the Russian
mtelligentsia nad been the ¢ult of "revolutionism®, their
idealization of rawiﬁtimarv asts, and their enshrinment
of the 'révoluﬁienawy fighter' as the suprene £0lk hero of the
age. A Western scholsr wrotes

radical convention still demands that we should
study the hiastory of the Russian intelligentsia
as an epic struggle of brave and enterprising
reforms against an abtuse tyramny vhich went on
crushing them until successful revolution
crommed thelr efforts to cerush 1t,

L6 VHS’.MS@“; Ne 5y Pe 11
W Tvid,
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 The acceptance of revolutionary upheaval as the only
golution to their country's problems sprang from the intelli- |
gentsia's rejection of the exlsting order on the one hand, cnd
their messianiam, on the other, This 'revolutionism' of the
intelligentsia during the second half was manifested in a
variety of forms. From Herzen on, the radical intelligentsia
maintolned that the people were indifferent to politics and
incapadle of independent pol&t&aai action.

POFULIST-INTELLIGERTSIA

In the 19603, cartatn members of the radicel
intelligentsia took up the ideas of Herzen and Qhemyaheveky,
that sociclism must be taken 'to the people’ in the belief
that it could be esteblished through the traditional camnal
organization of mir without passing through the capitalist
stage of economic development. On Herzen's call '"to the
people! , a Populist (Narodniki) movement spreng that dominated
the historical development between 1861 and 1881, "It is a
period of intense ravolutionary activity; the 1deas of |
socialism and revolution perveded every segment of tho
educated classes, Not only the student body and young
intelligentsia, but a part of the officlialdom and of the ormy
officer cdrpa catch the Lever. oh9

ith the ﬁei-r mmuéiaam of goining the grantical
experience of the suffering masses thousands of the university

49 Ullem, ns 22, pPDs 91=92,,
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students and members of the intelligentsia went ¢o the country-
side during the 90s to 1ive with the peasants and to preach
them gociolism, "In thé history qf.the Russian revolutionary
movement 1874 was the height of tha' belief in %“the peuple“‘%
The movement of the "Populist (Narcdniki) held
that Rugsia could end should skip the capitalist path of
development by pursuing a path of her own...that the traditional
'vnlage peasant commune would provide a nucleus and s model
for the future social order, vhich would be superior to the
capitallst order,"®' Tiey also hed & dlstrust for liberalion
and parliamentary democracy. Though ﬁ:‘e populist declared
themselves as "friends of the people” yet the movement was
not a movement of the people, tut almosgt purely of the urban
intelligentsta on behalf of the people, primerily the
peasant."? Thay, for ell their mystic faith in the people,
were themselves mostly ! penitent aristocrats', landowners,
ashamed of living on the backs of peasantry. In background,
"education and sympathies ﬂwy wvere quite out of touch with
the reel peaaanta»ﬁ 3 ‘
The revolutionary pomlist mvnmant included in it

nany diverse elements of propagendists, conspirators and
50 Ibi.d.. Ps Be -

S.’&Len {Londony, 1977)s Pe

52 Anderson, n. 29, p. 248,
53




60

terrorist, Its most typlcal concern wag that of éztlvising
the Russian population against Tsarism., "It vas a literary
influence and a general cultural trend as well as g speci-
fically political movement and few Russian intellectuals vho
reached maturity between the years 1861 and 1905 escaped ito
mz.uenceg"% . R
The Populists vere me,h of dissimilar origins, oute
looks and capacities, It was not *‘more than loose congeries
of small independent groups of conspirators or their
sympathisers’ , vho were united sometimes for common action and
gometimes operated in isgolation, They held diverse views
about the ends and means, yet held certain common beliefs
and possessed 'sufficient moral and political soliderity' ¢o
make them held together in the form of a mwvment.ss "Like
their éreaec&saors, the Detenbrist Qénspiratura in the 20s and
the circles that gathered around Alexander Herzen and 'Belir}sky
in the 308 ond 40s, they looked on government and the socinl
structure of thelr country as a moral and political monstrosity
- obsolete, barbarious, stupld and cdius « and dedicated their
lives to Lts total destructionn,’®

They also held the views propounded by Proudhon,
Herzen, Saint Simon, Fourier and other French socialistse

54 Churchvard, np 3¢ Pe 2B,
55 Bﬂrun; n. 19, Pe 2100
56 Ibid.
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that the determining factor in politics and socisl change vag
'the struggle between gsocial and economic classes', They held
praise .xw soelal Justice and social egquality and had full
falth of its realization in the already existing Rusaion
system of peasant commne., They ﬁa‘re convinced mqt "the
death of the peasant cmune would wean death,{ or at any
rate, a vast setback to freedom and equality in Russiat.?7
‘ The prominent amongst “t.he ;Pop"unst intelligentsia

were Peter Lavrov, Peter Tkachev, N,K, Mikhallovsky and
Plekhanov. The writings of Herzen and Chernyshevsky also had
conaidérable tafluence on the Populist movement. me prominent
jdeologist of the movement were Mikhanlovsiy and Lavrov, both
of noble birth, |

! Lavrovt s approach to the populism was elso based on
the 'Go to tﬁh‘é Poople! » a call given by Herzen a decade before,
But he "warned the Russian intellig'entsia that apolitical work
for the people was both fruitless and treésonoua s s s s VIOV
taunts, ccéxesg and threatens those persons vho want to go
anong the peasants and Jast vorit for them as doctors, toachers,
midwives, and the 1ike,"?® He did not sprrcciate the idea of
the intelligentsia that vas not engaged in the revolutionary
activity, In an article ®The Force that is Loa'st' to Revolution®,
Lavrov suggests that the intelligentsia has one task fito tring
the propaganda of sociglism and of radiéal revolution to the

S7 Ibides Ds 237
58 Uliam, n. 22, ps B,
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mésses. w39 - For Lavrov it was the only path left for achieving
the desired end, He argned that only the *intellectual elite',
united in a party would be able to assure the welfare of the
masses and can ﬁring revolution, )

Populism, likec other earlier movements was baséd
esgentially on the intellectuals snd the *study group'
form of orgenization, The students, teachers, scientists,
writers and literary cﬂtiquea-férmeﬁ various orgmnizations,
In 1860 a group of young iutelligentsia named Zemlya-i-Volyn
was formed, Its members had to face the wrath of the
autocratic regime. Another group of new young leaders was
formed in 1876 consisting of more disciplined leaders, It
had a strong centralized organization and had established
many centres in various provinces. Its members incroased their
activities of educating the peasantry, The organization also
lmghed its Journal Zemlya-i~Volya in October 19785 which
was published abroad but widely distributed in Rugsia,

- In the 908 the éoverment folloved the aixppreasive
policies to curb the activities of the Populists, HMany young
miséianartes were arrested and put behind 'ma bars, Tho |
nighhandedness of the government and the failurce of the
Populists in arousing the peasant from slumbering attitudo
and the dissension among the members of the Zemlya-i-Volya,
its members were divided into two sectiong, A gection of the

L

59 1Ibids, D, 96s




63

intelligentsia vho started "beiiwing' ‘.'i.n ' Wrarism' and
violent form of refvolutionary movement formed a separate
organization called *Narodnaya Volya'! (Peoples Will).

| The 'Pecples wi.u' vas sparked by its radical
leader Andrei Zhelyabov with vhom Mikhalloveki also collas
borated, Even Tkathev's ideas also influenced in People's
Vi1l organization though he was always unmtmasiaaﬁé about
terrorigm. Anderson explains that "Plekhanov, who needed to
digtinguish and defend his own moderate wing of land and liberty
against the People's Villy and vho tried to identify Tkachev
as the intellectual father of that group even though ho,
Thachev, was always unenthusiastic about terrorisn. n60
Tkachev "urged the need for a conspiracy by an elite to seize
pover at the top....Thought of social revolution by the "
peasants was an illusion, it was essentisl to seize power
first, and then to effect social reform from abwe;"s’

The non-terrorist section formed snothor group called

'Cherny Peredal' {Black Redistribution). It vas a small proup
having faith in educating the peasantry and damanded immodiate
reformg,. Plekhanov was the leader of this moderate group.
The terrorist group concentrated thoir sctivities of
agsapsination of Tsar and other officials, Vith the

' 60 Anderson, n. 29, p. 259,
61 Schapiro, n, 51. P Wu



6L

agsassination of Alexander II on March 1881, the Populist
movement was almost suppressed and liquidated,

Though the movement did not recover tut most of
its members joined later the Soclalist Revolutionary Party.
And, although in 1917, the views of the Populisgts; the
Socialist Revolutionaries, failed to exploit thelr potential
strength, it is wraiag ta belittlé the movement simply because
it never gained power., It was the Populist who made a start
in developing the political consciousness of ordinary people,
Moreover their action, inspired and their ideological dige
~cussions informed, later generation of revolutionsries,
memdmg the Marxist, _

Many of the eerly Russian Marxist intelligentsia
including Plekhanov and Lenin were influenced by Populism,
"Lt never lost its character as a movement of the intelligentsia
but it came to enjoy quite unusual supi:ort ameng the ordinary
people, Nor did it lose its quality as a spectrum of opinions
| ranging from the most violent revolutionaries to gradualists
vho neither desired nor trusted revolution. n62

It is5 also argued that most Populists weore against
violence on prineciple, But the supposed need for an early
revolution did persuade meny to accept violence as s tenporary
necessity., The terrorism of the revcolutionary also proved to
be counterproductive in the sense it alienated that part of

62 MWBMQ e 2”9@ PPs 27 12,
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ti’l'é pablic which accepted the criticism madé by the Populigt
but could not tolerate their methodss The reason for this is
generally glven that Alexander was on the point of mtro«
ducing the beginning of a congtitution at the time he vas
assassinated, - |

There was a rapid decline of the Populist movement
after the assassination due to its exhaustion, repression gnd
a fecling among the intelligentsia that nothing had been
gained, Sensing the need of time the government on the other
nand, along with the repressive policy towsrds revolutionary
forces of the intelligentsia, had introduced certain z?eforma
particularly in the economic field, The government helped
in stabilizing the Russian currency, introduced protective
taﬂff.s and gave [ generous lend and monetary grants' to the
business houses and thus won the loyal suppert of the industrial
murgeamie as well as it was sble to consolidate its control
over the ecurse of industrial development, This led to an
alliance between the government and bourgeoisic that increascd
the power of the government and weakened the opposition of the

raevolutionary forces, »63

The alliance between the autooracy and the

most energotic forees of bourgeols soclety

vias a factor of decisive importance in the
history of the Russian revolutionary movement.,

1t helped maintain the psychological isolation

of most members of the revolutionary intelligentsia,
Alresdy vallod off from the decaying society of

i
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astates, these men now felt compelled to

oppoge the growing forces of capitalism, for
the alliance of the big bourgeoisie with
absolutism hastened their long standing pre-
Judices against the capitelist order and
blinded them to the revolutionary potential

of that offspring of ¢apitalism, the industrial
proletariat, 64

MARXI ST-INTELLIGENTSIA

The last quarter of the nineteenth century witnessed
the emergence and evolution of a new type of intelligentsia
whicn was basically different from ﬁ;e rest of the intelliw
gentsia of the nineteenth century, for its class-concept of
the hisfamcal develoment of the gocliety, having been
significantly influenced by the greatest of all the philosophies
of the century including Kerl Marz, Harx's theories had been
knovn and apprec;ated .sim:e tﬁé forties by the Russian
radicals, but "the ‘Pamuata were the first to introduse Harx
to Russia and they were the first to base political groups on
the working claas%sﬁ The failure of Popullism had given the
impetus to the Marxist revolutionary movement. In the
eighties and nineties various underground groups and eircles
had been formed from amongst the working class, the leadership
to whlé,h was provided by the Marxist intelligentsia, For
example Vorkers' Groups vere organised by the Chailtovskists,
64 Ibid., ppe 20=21,
€5 Churchward, n. 34 De 3‘0@‘
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in St, Petersburg in 1872-73., Similarly, the Vorkers' Union
of South Russia (Kiev) 45879, and the Northern Union of
Russien Workers, 1879, were ar:gaziized by the 'Pamuat.%
Gut of these underground groups and circles sprang up the
Russian Social Democratic Labour Party, the £irst programme
of which was drafted at Geneva in 1384,

Lenin, Krupskaya and many other Harxist intellecmals
vere actively involved to cowordinate all these groups ints
: a composit party. ‘The E:niamimtion of Labour Group' was
formed in 1883 by Plekhanov, Paul Aksalroed, Lev Deich and
Vera Zasulich. It was a theoretical Marxist group vhich has
practical aim to publish Marxist literature for dissemination
inside Russia, Plekhanov, the father of the Russian Marxiot
hed argued that the village comnmune on which the Fopuliatu-
had pinned their falth had started disintegrating and Russia
had already entercd on the path of capitalist development,
vhich in HMarxion historical process of social development
would lead to bourgeois democratic revolution and then to the
proletorian sccialist rwomtmn-s?

The Russian Marxists were orthodox in the beginning
and vere 'mainly intellectuals', \although the groups operating
in Russia had alrcedy started recruiting the working ¢laas vho
strengthened the activitles of these groups in organizing
strikes and holding protests, The Russian Harxist | |
66 See footnote in Churchvard, n. 3, p. 38,
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intelligentsia had clearly a distingaished approach to the
" problems of Russian society than their predecessors the
' Populigts' did follbw. There were three main points of
differences, First the Populist found the possibility of
Russien avoiding capitalism and sought to Justify the
foundation of soctalisnm in the village commme, "arx
himself was somewhat undecided on the possibility of Russia
avoiding copitalism although he clearly believed that it had
developed rapidly in thaet direction since 1861, n68 The early
Russian Marxist had full faith of Russia following the path
-of economic and social development as in Vestern Europe.
Lenin Justified this stand in his work "The Development of
.Capitalism in Russia' published in 1899. Corroborating with
the officlal statistics,Lenin justified that the Russion
industry had already geared to the large scale Market and
Capitelism in Russia was an established fact,
| Secondlys while the Popullist stressed the falth in

the peasantry the Russisn Marxist pinned their faith in tho
significantly increasing industrial proletariat vhich was
historically destined to ostablish socialism. And £inplly
vhereas the Populists followed the path of 'tarrarism’ the
Russian Marxist believed in Marxien theory of social
dovelopment in vhich the clegs character of the Russian soclety
was to provide the incovitable path of the development of

-
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¢apitolism and its inherent destruction by the proletsriean
forces. _
’ Plekhanov' s writings "0On tho Development of the
Monist 'Views of History (14895)% and "On the Role of the
Individual in History (1898)% provided the theoretical
Justification to this view, Dan writes, "after the paralysing
fllusions of abgolescent Populism had been shaken off, it wao
primarily a question of accurately feeling cut the real
direction of Rugsian socio-cconomic and political evolution,
and thus giving the Rusgian revolutionary movement, which had
dried up as a movement of the isolated intelligentsia, a porerful
ideological weapoh to convert it into a mass movement and thus
into a mighty poltical ifﬁmé@ 1t wag this weapon th‘at vas
given to it by Plekhanov's thecretical work, «69

Marxiot intelligentsia iﬁad deen considering it right
that a mass workihg class movement would be en inevitable
.result of the socioweconomic deﬂ"elbpméntz of Russia, end that
only this movement would take a political character. Poter
Struve, one of the prominent liberal intelligentsia also
argued against the Populism and welcomed the edvent of
capitaiiam, since it would, along with its miseries, bring the
material and spiritual culture of Vestern Europe, including
political 1iberty to Russiae’C

69 Dan, ne 16, p’.i\alb‘ %
70 Schapiroy n, 51, Pe 19



At the turn of the century Peter Struve and Miliukov
were the outstanding liberal theorists vho wrested the |
intellectual leadership of the liberal movement from the hands
of the landlordss The liberals were an articulate and
potentially infiuential stratum of society that inciuded many
of the provincial gentry end many members of the civilian
professions, They were united by o desire for a reign of
law and some sort of public t?epresentat;on in the povern-
ment, The importont centres of the liberalism were the
Zemnstvoeg, the organs of regional self-government created in
1864, _

mberaiism had been considered hardly roespectabloe
by many of the intelligentsia because itg connection with
the landlords and because its objectives were political and
offered no gsolution to the pressing eceﬁom&c and social
‘problems. It had been antagonistic to socialism and yet
unable to defend capitalism or to meet the theorstical
argunents of the socialist, Peter Struve vho started his
political career as a Harxisgt-agltator, was regerdced as a
leading Marxist in Russia, vhen Harzism itself wvas at the
height of its prestige, However, later on, having developod
polemics wvith Plekhanov an& Lenin on some basic principles
of Marxism, had lost his faith in Marxism and converted to
1ideralism, "Struve proved unfit to become the authentic
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political leader and ideological champian cf the movement of
the urban intelligentsia in preparing and realizing the
revalutian,"71

Like Struve, ﬂiliukav, anotner leading liberal
intellectual bellieved that government in Russia, as in the
test must eventually rest not upon the intelligentsie and
landowners but upon the suffroge of the masses, The liberel
intelligentsia had realized the need for popular support as
carly as 1870s, but liberalism never reached the mosses,
Vithin landowning and professional circles the liberal
intelligentsia represented and kept alive a reascnable
alternative between autocracy and revolution, the alternagtive
‘of limited government attalned by peaceful means. Liberalism
thus provided a path by which wéaitny and conservative but
dissatisfied men ¢ould oppose the government and thereby it
reduced drastically the gﬁvarﬁmants‘ slready very narrov basis
of éupportw .

The prominent Harxist hed been keeping the view “that
a2 mass working c¢lass movement would be the inevitable rogult
of the soclo~gconomic development of Russla and that thio
movement would take a ‘pollticel character',..that, in the
form of the industrial proletoriat, a mass force would, for
the first time, appear in Russie that was ¢apoable of becoming
a bulwark in the strugnmle against the sutocratic . regzme.“72

7Y Dan, n. 16, De 285,
72 Ibid., p. 206,
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This- view received the sympathy for Harxism from amongst thoe
growving strength of the Hugsisn intelligentsias "Since
peasant worship still exercised a powerful hold on the minds
of the Ruasian revolutionary intelligentsia, the task of
Plekhanov and later of Lenin, was to determirie this faith

and to turn the attention of the irtellectuals from the
village to the city, whére capltalism was taking réot and a8 ney
industrial proletariat was in the.proceas‘of creaticn."73 tiith
the emergence of the Marxist intelligentsia, the social
democratic movement was shifted from countryside to the city,
undermining tné pctential‘capébilitxes of reVOlutiénary force
of the peasantry, Ewven "a revolutionary engineer as Lenin

did not xgally sense the revolutionary potential of the
peaaantryxpntil the peasant risings of the 1805 revolution
forced him to re-examine the tenets of his faith.”7“

The Marxist philosophy of class-conflict of the
social forces and its historical evolution had its influence
differently on the Mussion intelligentsia and thus emeorged
different Harxist group of intelligentsia having different
approaches as well as their aims to the basic problem of
developing cepitalism in Russia, They were mainly three .- tho
legal Marxist, Economist and the Russian Social Democratic
Vorkers' Party (Bolshevik-Menshevik),

73 F&iﬂSﬂd, n. 1 Do 33
74 Ibicdes Do 3h,
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The legal Marxist intelligentsia - o small group of
mtenerstuals - wan very' active in the middle of the 1890s,
The outstanding spokesmen of the legel Marxist were Peter
Struve, Bulgakov, Berdyaev and Tugan Bersnovsky., They
accepted without qualification the Marxist view of the
_ de#eiapment of bourgeois capitalism as a necessary first stage
in the eventusl achievement of socialism, and believed in that
in this respectlaussia must learn from the West and tread the
' Western path.”® They had more of theoretical foundation of
Marxism instead of visualizing the practicability of the theory
under the peculiar conditions of Rugsia and realities of the
developing revolutionary forces. Though the legal Marxiots
helped laying the theorotical foundation of Harxism in Rusoig,
 almost all the outstanding figures including Peter Struve,
having lost their faith in Marxism migrated ¢to liberalism,
There was a rapid spread of Marxism among Rusoion
intellectuals at this time because of the rapid industrialisation
- and due 'to the absence of any bourgeois tradition or bourgcois
political philosophy which could play in Russia the role of
Yestern ltberali.am%% "But, in accepting Harxism, the Russian
middle-class intellectual emptied it of any lmacdiato revolgtionary
content, s0 that the authorities, vho ptill feared the
Narodniks as the main revolutionary party, vere not unwilling

75 €., Cerr, tion (London, 1973),
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to tolerate these sworn enemies of Narodniks whose own
programme secmed to0 carry no imminent threaﬁ.”77 |

For an another Marxist group of intellectuals, the
so=called *Economists' of late nineties, Marxism meant little
more than ‘bread and butter’, believed in * Trade Uniondan'
and 'bargaining' with the employers for more pay and other
facilities for which Lenin hed fierce contempt. "Trade
unionism means the ideological enslavement of the workers to
the bourgeoisie,"’® Not like the 'legal Marxist', "who
were in essence a bourgecis group advocating bourgeois
policies through a Marxist idiom, the "Economist" hed a
policy of economic agitation and soclsl reform for the vorkers
and were to that extent a gemiine workers' party. But they
reached the same practical conolusion gs the legal Farxist that
it ﬁas necessary to postpone to en indefinite future tho
revolutionary socialist struggle of the proletariat and to
concentrate meanvhile on‘a‘refaémist democratic programme in
allience with bourgeoisa."Tg

In the face of these divergont trends, Plekhanov
"and Lenin had to provide the true revolutionary content of the
Harxian ideology, "for both P}Lekhandv and Lenin, Harxism was a
revolutionary creed not to be diluted by opportunistic

80
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- {Bolshevik) headed by Lenin represented the true character

of the Marxist ideology. "As against the Narodniks, the
Ruéaian Soctal-RDemoeratic Vorkers' Party regardve& the praiau
tarlat and not the peasont as the driving force of the coming
revolution; as against ttie 'legal HMarzists', it preached
revolutionary end socialist action, as ageinst the go-called
*Econonists', 1t put forward in the name of the proletariat
political as well as economic demands,®®?

| | The beginning of the twentieth century further
hastened the evolution of the Russian intelligentsia moving
along the tenets of Marxism, The political upheavals of the

‘ first two decades ~ the peasam; uprising in the form of

’ ‘Revoluti.on of 1905, Russo~Japanese war and the involvement of
Russia in the First World VWor, along with its deeprooted evils
of agrarien economic backwardness, poverty, misery and
autocratic absolutism of Tsarist government enhanced the
revolutionary potentialities of the Yvorking class, peasantry
and the intelligentsia'. It was a periocd of Harxisgt hegemony
over all other shades of opinion amongst the Russion intelli-
gentsia. This Marxist hegemony was created by the intellectuals
of outstanding callibre like Plekhanov, Lenin, Martov,

Trotsky and others, The Russlan Social Democratic Party, vhich
wvas the main organised representative party of the urban
intelligentsia, took its birth alongwith polemics among the

B1 Carr, n. 75, pe 19
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Harxist intelligentslia and was divided into two factiong =
Bolshevik (Majority) and Menshevik {Minority) « right in the
beginning vhen its second Congress was held in Bmssela in
1903,%2 thile both the factions had elready stated recruiting
the industrial worker, bez.ter to be called *working
intelligentsia’, the party as such was dominated by the
intellectuals, Lenin vas the predominantly outstanding
spokesman of the Bolsheviks while Martov remained the
rocognised leader of the Mensheviks. "Lenin and his carly
assoclates were intellectuals of '&he purest water,,..Zinoviev
described the few workers in the early party organisations an
*isolated phenomenatn,83 |

The *revolutionary consciousness' amdng the vorking
masges vagy m fact; infused by the intellipentsia that had
been the guiding force of the party., It was Lenin alone vho
had visualised the true role of the party in nis famous work
'Yhat Is To Be Done’., It is considered to be an original
contribution to the theory of ﬂarxlamﬁ“ Lenin emphasised that
"the ideas of ! acientific sociaiism‘ s vhich postulate the need
for the social revolution, ¢an only be brought to the workers
by s.ntellecmmzs%" from the ocutside'y and the workers must be
led by professional full timo revolutionaries."eﬁ
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83 Carry n. 79, Ds 29

84 Schapiro, n. 51, ps 28
85 1Ibid., De 29



77

Along with tactical and strateglcal divergences
between the two main factions of Bolsheviks and Mensheviks
various polemics remained at fndividual level among Lenin,
Plekhanov, Martov, Trotsky and other p&*ominent leaders of the
Marxist intelligentsia, Though Lenin - himself, until 1917,
held the orthodox view that *bourgeois revolution must
precede a socialist revolution! ,96 gtrongly disagreed with the
Mensheviks' theoretical conception of a long gap between the
’boux’geeﬁ.a‘ and * proletariant revolution, and with Trotsk,v’
theory of !permsnent revolutiont, 87

On the countryside the gulding force among the
peasantry was the doininatmg goelalist Revolutionary Party
vhich was stronger then the Mensheviks or Bolsheviks in Harch
1917 and even in November 1917, The main support to their
party was provided by the peasants, although like all othor
partics its .]:eaderaaip remained in the hands of the intelli-
gentsla, Like its urban eountérpart, Russisn Social Democratic
Party, it was alse split into two wings, a moderate ving
known as Popular Socialists and a radical extremist wing, the
"Marxists", The later completely separated from the Popular
Soclalists during the October 1917 Revolution and finally joined
hends with the Bolshevik Perty,®®

86 Ibid., p., 30,
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Lenin was a strong admirer of the role of the
intelligentsia in the construction o,f socialist remlutidnary
i‘nrces," However Lenin has been portrayed by at ieast' one
recent author - Adam B, Ullam ~ as "strongly anti-intellectual,
an intelligent vhoge dislike of fellow intellectusl vas
legendry® 59 Lenin, though himself was an intelligent of
* purest water' and belonging to the upper crust of the elite
had strong reservations for this stratum, Ullam observes that
we find in him “a manifestation of his paradoxical hatred of
the intelligentsia and its whole world of ideas, of
shilanthroghy, of the' unctous concern for the poor and
underprivileged."%° But . at the same time we do not fail to
find the practical side of Lenin's personality. Lenin helds

the bourgeois intelligentsia were hateful,
cowardly, and otherwigse condemned; the worker
vas pure, couragecus, and othervisge praisevorthy.
But vhen it came to the conerete problems of
revolutionary organisation...it was ridiculous
to think that one could dispense with the
intellectuals, 91

~ Lenin went to the extent that the factory worker, in
his Mcreasmg miszery, necded the he:!.p of the mtelligentsza
to understand the neceasity for the destruction of capitalisn,
The role of the mtelliéantsia was not simply ouxiliary, 1t

39 Kendall E, Balles,; ZTec INOAOMT o
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was fundamental and indispensables Lenin never forgot throughe
out his 1ife that the "hated intelligentsia were still the
key to the success of revolution or of any political movement
in Russia®,?? Lenin's relationship with the intelligentsia
was very much complicated, "He dejpi.seﬁ the ‘dilettgntism
and lethargy that were the traits of many pre-revolutionary
intellectuals among vmgm -he. hed grown up, But Lenin remained
a traditional Russian inteilectual in other respects, and in
the years after 1917 he defended .mar»xy interests of the
intelligentsla against attacks froﬁx anti-intellectual workers
and radicals, "‘93

The historical events since the beginning of the
century testify the significant role played by the intelligentsia,
It vas the intelligentsia that gnided, educated and nurtured
the revolutionary potentialities among the masses. Although the
final phase - the downfall of Tsardom in the February Revolution
énd then in the October Revolution - was the result of the
combined cfforts made by the trinity - the vorkers, the
peasantry and the intelligentsia - but the guiding force
remained throughout in the hands of the intolligentsia,

The Rugslan history since the middle of the 19th
century, thus, witnessed the formation and evolution of
mtelligentsia in its truec character, Beginmning wvith tho

92 Ibidii De ZIQ¢
93 Bailes; n. 89; p. 474



'men of forties' = the intelligentsia a significant sodlal
stratum ran through dz.frerént snad;es of opin;on formalised
by Slavophils, Westerners, Fopaulists, Liberals end Marxists.
The intelligentsia, ridden out of the old society of lendlords
had gone 'mrough rapid chgnge in its formatlon smd world oute
iock. The soclo-economic ﬁmﬁitﬁ.ma and the histarical events
of the et*a' had been the important variables responsible for
the changing formation, composition and irmrld outlaok of the
intelligentsia, It had never been a homogeneous body,

| All the movements of different shades of opinion of
the intelligentsia had contributed, in their own wvay, much in
athieving the ultimate goal of overthrowing the Tsarist
regime, On the eve of ﬁze October Revolution the whole Russian
intelligentsia cannot be said, was composed of Marxlst idecology.
One can trace in it the remnants of Narodniki, Officiel
Conpervative and Libersl intelligentsia, But the fact remains
that the vhole credit of escalating the revolutionary movoment
culminating into a victory and laying the foundation of
gocialist soclety - a unique phenomenon of the century ~ goes
to the Harxist intellipontsia,

ahae
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CHAPTER  III
_ THE ROLE OF INTELLIGENTSIA DURING 1917-1929

The historic Revolution that todk place on 25
October {(November 17 - New Calender), 1917 4id not signify
merely an overthrow of the old Tsarist states It involved the
rebuilding of the Russian gociety. The revolutionary loadership
was primarily faced with the 'problem of reconstruction' %ot
the soclety. Xt was a problem of continmuity and chenge end
remoulding the ﬁussian gociety towards soclalism and its
eventual transformation into communism. The problem of |
continuity and change is 'highly troublesome in the analysis of
re%lutianm epoch? ;2 "Revolution automatically raises the
familiar 1ssue of contimuity m& chenge in history. _It‘ is a -
commonplace that no continmious situation, however static, is

exempt from change, and that no change, however revolutionary,
wholly breaks the continmuity",> The Bolshevik Party under the

lea&ership of Lenin vanted to construct ®a new form of soociety
N _

previously unknewn to hlatory‘g‘.‘

-

1 David Lane,
e 57

2 Boris Meissner, ed., Soclgl Chanp
(London, 1972), ps %

-4 David Lane, n. 1, p. 57,
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The soclety that was visualised by the leadership was
to be based upon the democratic principles in vhich the economy
was to be governed by the principle of production for use, not
for profit, and the sociel relations were to be equalitarian,’
In the conceptual framework of Marxiat-Lmlnist ideology the
whole econonmy was to be gwerned by tne ;xrtm:i.ples of 'socianlist
economy?!s However, "an imediate transa.ticn to a soclalist
economy was not on the agenda in the early months of the Soviet
regime, Immediate preoccupation was with the selzure of certain
aoonomic icey msitions to consolidate the political power that
haﬁ a]ready been uom"é The pericd from Gctaber 1817 to the
summer of 1918 did not see the !introduction of soclalism' in
ﬁuasiaj |

The reconstruction of the now soclety out of the ruing
of traditional Tsaristebourgecois system was a cruclal task for
the intelligentsia, vhich is considered to be the guiding force
of *chonge' in all the societlies, The Soviet intelligentsia
had to build a new orders Lenin observed, "Out of the bricks
of the old order“a inherited from the Toorist regime.

5 1Ibid,
6 Maurice Dobd,
(London, 1948),
7 David Lane, n. 1, P» 59
8 Quoted by R.R, Sharma, "Social Structure and Soelal Change
Ihe USSR 3 _Sixty

~ in Soviet Society®, in Zafar lmem, ed.,
Yoprg (New Delnd, 1981); De 26,




_ jiav

83

The party that was founded by Lenin consisted of
highly educated members of the intelligentsia of the period,
gx‘;/cer%az.nly not an exaégeration‘ to assert that in fact the
‘hole of the Bolshevik Party vas en eclite organization, This
haa to be understood in the context of strateglc social role
which they played as organizers of a formidable socio=-political

change."g The rank~and-file of the Bolshevik Perty was ﬁlléd ‘

" up by the highly educated mnd enlightened members of the Soviet

intelligentsia, o

The intelligentsia in eny saéiety perform a variety
of -social functions = cr‘iticiam. education, planning and
administration, healm @otection s social engineering, le’ga:!.._
services and regearch development etc, 1,0 l But the nature of
task for the Soviet intelligentela, immedlately after the
overthrou of Tsarist regi’.meawas.of a crucial :;atufe. . X% had

%o lay the foundation of a 'new soclety' out of the ruins left
by the old system, Before and during the revolution the Bolshevik

Party 'conducted widespread political ag,!,.tation émongat' the
workers, dirccted the workers' movement on the ré’mluti.onary
path, It helped the proletarint to master the Marxist theory
and to arm itself with proletarien ciasa ideoclogy. L After the
achtevement of revolution the intelligentsia had a considerable

11

9 R,R. Sharma, "Intelligentsia and the Politics of Under-

- developmnt and Development - A Case Study of Soviet

Central Asla®, Interpgtional Studleg, vol. 1B, no. 2,
1976, Ds 2134

24 (London, 1973);
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contribution to meke in the founding of a cultural, material and
-technological basis of socialisam, In fact, in the specifioc
historical circumstances the whole socio~economic, political
and cultural transformation of the soclety was to be guided,
supportaed and led by the inﬁelligents&é. This éi.gantl@ task
of transformation of ‘me gsociety along the socialist principles
‘bas-eé on the Harxist-Leninist ideology put a challenge to the
Smrmt Lntenigmﬁm in the world of capitalistic order.

Talking sbout the significence of the revolution end
main task of the Soviet intelligentsis, Lenin observod in the
Reports on the Tasks of the Soviet Power, delivered at the
neeting of the Petrograd Soviet Workers' and Soldiers’
Deputics on 7 November 19174 | |

Its significance is, first of all, that ve shall
have a Soviet government, our organ of power, in
vhich the bourgeoisie will have no share whatso=
ever, The oppressed nasses will thenselves croate
a power., The old state apparatus will be
shattered to its foundations and a new adminig-
trative apparatus set up in the form of the
Soviet organizationg, From now on, a new

phase in the history of Russia begina, and

this the third Russlan Revolution, should in

the end lead to the victory of Soclalism., 412

Amongst the various problems along with the main
task of remoulding the Soviet society the Soviet Government
and the Bolshevik Party had to create its own cadre of
intelligentsia fully conversant with the Harxist-Leninist

.

2 V.1, Lenin,

Horkg, vol, 26, pe 239,
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ldeologys The dire need of the time algo demended the enlist-
-ment of services of the old beurgeozs intelligentsia to the side
of the Soviet govemment.
| Lenin believed that the. enlistment of the mervices

of the bourgeois intelligentsia to tuild a new soclety was
an indispenseble condition for the victory of socialism, "The
bourgeois intellectunls", Lenin observed, Pcannct be expel}.ed.
and destroyed, tut must be won Wer, remoulded, assimilated and
readucated.“ﬂ , |

But the problem was that a wider section of the
intelligentsia inherited by the nevly born Soviet state had
for a long time remained under the influence of the old world
outlook and had confirmed falth in the old bourgeois landwowner
system, Thus the m';:blem was to bring a change in the outlook
of the old intelligentsia along the lines of MarxigteLeninist
ideclogy. The new government did not have at its comand a
sufficient number of specialists to help manage the state, to
build a nev economy, to ensurc the defence of the country ond
to further @av'elo;menf in science, art and culture., Tho
encnies of the Bolshevism eriticized that the proletariat
should not have ventured to selze power as it did not have
encugh intelligentsia cedre, However, the proletariat did not
walt for o new sccialist intelligentsia to be formed and ook
the reins of the state intoe its owm honds,

13 Lenin, Collected loris, vol. 31, p. 115,
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Socialiom required a system of planned menagement of
scsgs,al 1ife, For tz_:e' successful working of planned mamgement.
of sbc;ial lifo the Bolshevik Party needed f.he crea‘_&iﬂn of &
nev intelligentsin which was not possible in the beginning
since the training of a new mtelligmtsj.a is a hi@z.ly
complicated process demanding a lat of time and expenditure of
resourcess Since the Soviet state did not have such resources
- at that time, the problem of the eniiatz‘ment of the old
bourgeois i.ntellig-entsia to co-operate with Soviet government
became of prime impertance, Lenin pointed out thats ™o
cannot tullt it [our Statg/ if we do not utilise such a heritagoe
of capitalist culture as the intellectunls.® '

For the proper functioning of the nevw governmental
apparatus and defence of the country, the services of the old
spécﬂ.alis%a were required to be used with utmost care to
avert the countererevolution, the fear of which was still very
much there emong the mésses; Moreover, the services of the
old mtell&gents;a were also required to maintain on an
organised basis the expert=-mmnagenent of the economy.

Though the greater part of the old intelligentsia neither
understood nor accepted the November Revolution, and later
distrustfully met the Bolshevik Party's plen for the redical
reforn of the country, it was, however, impossible to achiove
the desired imperatives of the transition period ‘wit&mut the
help of the intelligentsia, Lenin devoted much time snd effort

% Ibid., vol, B, b 215,
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to convince the party cadre to accept the realify tﬁat the
succegaful téanaformaﬁion of the society was impossible without
the utilization of services of the old intelligentsia ip the
period of transition to socialimm,

It i3 to be noted that Lenin, a poittical.activist
who was-drawn from the ranks of intellipgentsia himself,vput
an immense influence upon the old‘bourgeézs intelligentsia,
"His vast knovledge and found erudition, his political tact in
solving !awkward' questions, his thorough knowledge of the
Russian intelligentsia, all played not an insignificant role

in winning over the sympathy of the educated members of the
n "5 '

old society.

‘ Marsists orgue that under a capitalist sygtem the
intelligentsia remeins a heterogeneous body both in its clasas-
interest and its polltical outlook. It fills its ranks from
the peoplo - both the exploiting and oxploited ¢lassen. Such
an intelligentsia sorves the interest of the class of its
origin at the expense of the 1ntereate_af the other classes.
Socialism requires an intelligentola that serves the
interests of the 'society as a vhole',

At the time of Revolution the intellipgentsia « en
interclass sub-stratum was connected with various classes

;) Fedyuk.ml n, 11. Pe 10,
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in terms of its origins, composition, business anﬁ'ntﬁer
| relationsy the inteiligentsia's politt&al make#up made 1t,
as Bukharin put it e “moteiy“ and heterogeneous group. Its
attitude towards the revolution was of mixed nature,
. Firstly, a significant section of the intelligentsia

' having progressive and iiheral outlook had realised the
importance of the revolution and visualizing the emergence

of a new social system recognised the Revolution and placed

its knovledge and experience at the disposal of the Soviet
government, Quite a few famous sgcientists, engineers, writers,
doctors and others gave full support to the new revolutionary
Soviet gavernmént. K.A. Timiryszev, = famous Russien

scientist was one of the first members of the old intelligentsia
vho took té the side of the new Soviet government, He played
e notable part in attracting the old scientific, cultural and
artistic workers to the side of the Soviet government through
his writings published in papers, 16 |

| Similann$1Alaxander'Blak and Vladimir Hayakovsky

were two great Russian poets of the twontieth century who
enthusiastically greeted the revolution. In an article
'published on 19 January 1918, Blok eddressed the intelligentsiaz
"ith all your body, ell your heart, with yéuf whole

consciousness -« listen to the Revolution.“17

16 Ib‘di' Ps 200
17 Ibm.’ Pé 2le
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mongst those who willingly accepted the revolution
and placed their a‘érvices' for the reconstruction of the
soslety were writers, directors, engincers, scientists and
agrononists, 8 However, mention should be made that the
gsaction of mtelli.gentsi.a which supported the new government
vas very smell and insufficient to .take the lead without the
support of the old bourgeois s;nielli,g“entsia and wvithout having
its own _i.n‘t:eﬁigentsia cadre, ' o

Secondly, there was a ._aec:t!.on of intelligentsia,
comparatively large, that made a neutral position, avaiting
the final outcone af' the revolutionary upheavals., This
section of intellizentsia mostly belonged to the petty _
bourgeois strata. They did not go against the intorest of the
nev regime and continued to offer their services amd cooperation
to the Bolshevik government,; though they did not appreclate
the 1declogy and tactics af.thg Bolshevik Party. Theoe anembers
of intelligentsia declared that thoy were "outside politics®
and did not like to be involved in the political ovents of the
Iper:i.od.g It wap decided to moke a serious endeavour, tactically,
to win over this gootion, and accordingly, Lunacharsky®s
enlightened policy made a significant contribution in the
successful realisation of the desired objective.

Thirdly, a significant section of the old bourgeols
intelligentsia, howover, follcjawed an active and hostile atiitude

18 For details see S. Fedyukin, n., 115 ppe 22«23,
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and took the path of sabotaging the Soviet government and 4%s
programmes, ﬁany civil sérvants; teachers, medical personncl,
specialists and technicians in various enterprises indulged in
| reactionary activities, frustrated government measures and
tried to discredit the new government, ' Ssbotage took varied
forms, like desertion 91‘ the services, strikes, ignoring the
instructions of the organs of the Soviet government ond
instigating the specialists who were helping and supporting the
government.

As a result of this, the sabatage ’m’eua;t a groat
harm at a crucial juncture %o the nation, Public transport
was disrupted, electric power stations were stopped and hog-
pitals were closed, On 2 December 1997 a strike call was
given by All-Russian Unlon of Teachers which was supported by the
majority of its members, A similar attitude was followed by the
nedical apediansta and the rasult way thet in the month of
January and February 3918, beceuse of dislocation, htmger and
cold, typhus began to gpread in Mascow.za From 1918 throucgh
1925, about threoe million people died from typhus, typoid,
dy sentry and choiera, and about nine million more disappeared

due to fams.ne.21
19 For details see Kendall E. Balles, Ig gy and Socioly
nder Lenin and (Ngx;{ Jersey), 1978. parts I,
e »

20 r‘edyukm. e 11. PP 26—27.

21 Cule 085817’\8111. 5 (Cali.fomia. 19?6).
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Lenin maﬁe a sharp reaction to the gubvertive activi-
tzea of tha reactionary mtelligentsia. He cautioneds

The sabotage was started by the intelligentsia

and the government officials, the bulk of vhom

are bourgeols and petty bourgeois.s«slt was

inevitable that the workers and peasants should

be enraged by the sabotage of intelligentsia,

and if anybody is to 'hlame' for this, it can

only be the bourgeoisie and their willing and
unwilling aceamplices. 22

In his speech aﬁ the First Ali~-Russgia Congress of
the Navy, on 22 November 1917, Lenin made the mention of the
' subvertive' activities of the bourgeoigie and bourgeois
intellectunls, Encouraging thé working massés to look to no
one but to themselves, he realised them the neecd for selfw
The dismiptive activities and the gabotage by the
intelligentsia, however, was not a universal phenomenon, Only
a certain section of the intelligentsia were involved in it,

A8BUrBNCo,

- They were mogtly in towns: civil gervants, teachers, doctors,
engineers etc. These subvertive activities of the saboteurs

met with a severe criticism not only from the government and.

the supporters of the Soviet government but also from thce massos,
The Harxist intelligentsia bravely and decisively advocated

the position -« that of full support for the Soviet government
and for the fight against the inspirers and organisgers of

kg (Foscow, 1947), vol, 29, p, 230,
s Vvols 26, p. 42,
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agbotageﬁ The strikes by the medical persomnel brought a wave
of protests from their owﬁ fellows vho were loyal to their
duty, The yoﬁmg medical students reélaced the saboteurs.
that 'bi'ought gé;od regponge from ghe people. The people in
general protested againgt the hostile position taken by the |
leaders of the All-Union of Teachers, At the demand of
tioscow teachers, a referendum was held at the end of
February 1918, about the qﬁesti.on of 'atx'ﬂm that favoured
the ending of the strike, 2h |

Realising the lmmense im@rtama of the gservicea of
the bourgeots intelligentsia, the Soviet government and the
Bolshevik Party had to tackle the problem vith utmost care,
"In early 1918, Lenin and :o,thei-s in the Communisgt Party set
out to develop a policy towards the technical intellipgentsia
that mixed force ‘and parauas&cmﬂg The government had to take
steps to suppress the subvertive activities of the working
intelligentelia, Alongwlth this the government also took
nunerous positive measures to attract the bourgeois intelligene
tsia to the side of Soviet government, The first step taken
by the Soviet government was to overcome the sabotage. It vas
necessary to get the intelligentsia away from the influence of
the big Emgeoiste and induce it to maintein the required

o

24 Fedyukin, n. 11, pe 34,
25 HKendall E, Balles, ns 19, Da 48,
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‘york n,omé. On 15 November 1917, on the instruction of the
Soviet government, the Peopie’ s Comnissar for Education,

AV, Luﬁacharsky, made a speech in which he called on the
intelligentsia to give support to the working people., Lenin
also Justified that "Far from inciting the people against the
_Lntenigentss.a, ve on the ccatrary, in the name of the party,
and in the name of the gwarment, urgea the neaessity of
oreating the best possible vorking condittons for the

intelligentsial, 26

Lunacharsky also expressed his views that
"One mist spare a great sclientist or major specialist in
whatever sphere, even if he is reactionary to the tenth
degree, n27 _

'The Government took firm steps to improve the lot of
the intelligentsia, The measures taken by the Government for
the protection of tho cultural values - such as the introdustion
of new orthography, the separation of the Church from the Sﬁate

and the schools from the church, the firm policies of the
govérnment in questions vital to the life of the countyry alsgo
influenced the widest strata of intelligentsia, The intelli-
gentsia began to belicve that the new government was scting
in the interest of the people, including the interest of tho

intelligentsia, Thus a gsection of intelligentsia, as pointed

26 Lenin, Collective lVorkg, vol. 29, p. 230,
27 Quoted in Kendall E, Balles, n. (9, D. 48
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out earlier, started moving away and was grodually won over to
the side of the Soviet regime,

In December 1918 the Soviet Government had ismued a
deérée that forced the compulsory labour service for all the
technical specialists. Lenin had strongly objected to Lt,

He explained to the Eighth Party Congresss "It is impermissible
to force an entire stratum to work with a club Jover their headg/,
Tals we have learned from the experience, We ¢an compel them

not to participate actively in counter revolution, we can
frighten them, so that they ore afraid to extend a hend to

a white guard,...But to use a‘n_.entire gtratum €0 work by such
methods is mmas\ibla,“za

Lenin gave a warning to those activiasts who took a
nihilistic or hostile attitude toward the achicvements of
bourgeois civilization, He made it ¢clear that it is necessary
to grasp all the culture vhich capitelism has left and build
socialism from 1t,%d '

Such sentiments and views expressed by Lenin through
speeches and writings intended to counter the strongly mmtie
intellecmal mood in the party ranks, were gradually transformed
intc policles during the cmf;l war periods Though there wvas a
stronz reaction ageinst such views expressed by Lenin within
and outside the party but ultimately the government followed

28 Ouoted 4in ibido‘p Pe 54,
29 1Ibid., p. 52,
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his views, During the Civil Var period; polictles were enacted
to institutionalize Lenin's views towards the technical end
scientific intelligentsin,” The technical intelligentsia that
started working for the government was provided with better
facil‘ities of rationing, housing =and education, A gpecial
relief orgonisation for scientists and other scholars wag also
set up in 1919 at the request of Marxism sorl:y.;‘ After 1918
the Soviet Government moved rapidly to transform into reality
a number of proposals for new research institutes, More than
forty such ingtitutes were created during the ¢ivil war period,
Host of these institutes were in the field of applied
sclences and technology. Many old scientists were absorbed in
these institutes end were provided comparatively higher salarlies
- and better facilities, ,

The Soviet Govornment also took .hareh steps to suppress
the subversive activities of the saboteurs. In Decomber 1917,
on the initiative of Lenin, the m—-ﬁussia Exttraord inary
Commission for the Fight Against Counter«Revolution and
Sabotage was set up. The dual policy of suppression and
persuasion followed by the Soviet Government provéd very
suecessful, By the spring of 1918, sabotage by the intelligentsia
had in gensral been suppressed,

30 1Ibid,
31 Ibids,y Pe 53
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Another reason for the chenge in outlook end attitude
of the intelligentsia was the triumphant march of Soviet power
across the country and bresking of the old and creation of a
nev state apparatus, Political situation had tokon a sharp
turn towards the transfer of the whole governmental apparatus,
- beth in the centre and in the localities, into the hends of
the Soviet of vorkers', Peasants' and Soldiers' Deputies,

The transition of the intelligentsia to cow=operation
with the Soviet state went specially quickly in the gutumn of
1918, By this time a considerable number of specialists were
already working in Soviet departments and enterprises, in the
units of Red Army, in scientific establishments aﬁd fn the
higher educational 1nstitutions,32

The resumption of military activity by Kaiser's
Geﬁmany-against the Soviet Republic in February 1918 also
speeded up the process of division in the intelligentsia, ond
its chénge of course to co-operation with the Soviet |
government, ’

Another factor responsible for the change of attitude
of the intelligentsia was a division among the Menshevik and
S.,R, parties, Fearing that 1t would finally lose 1its
already shattered authority, the central committee of the
Menshevik party paased a resolution calling on the party to
refuse to co~operate politically with classes hostilde to the

R

32 F@mm’ ne 11y pg.38.
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democracy. The Mensheviks announced thelir recognition of the
 Soviet Government "as a reality, and not as a principlet,
showing their pelitieal reservaticn agoinst the Eolehevi-sm. A
similaé‘ résolution was also odopted by the Right S.Rs. The
resolution called on the Right S.R, orgenisations to £ight the
vhite gaards and the interventionists. -

To restore the national economy, présér'iré cul tural
values and set up honest co~operation with the. in‘i:elligentsi.a,
the Soviet Government and Bolshevik party started taking more
and more members of the intelligentsia into theétir institutions,

The Soclalist Revolution was followed by a complete
confusion of foreign and domestic affairs, with civil war
betveen the Russiansand farelgn intervention ﬁom all quarters.
The Bolsheviks found themselves opposed by a very mixed group of
_counter revolutionaries consisting of former officials of the
Tsarist regime, army offlicers, teacﬁers and medical personnel
and the artistic intelligentsia,

In addition to internal opposgition, the Bolshevika,
because ttiey had withdrawn from the war, renounced the foreign
debts of former governments and were Q:eaching and fostering
world revolution, sroused the alarm and opposition of their
former allies, Hence a pericd of “War Commmism : July 1918-
HMarch 1921% was started, The characteristic of the periocd was
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the tightening up of Bolshevik control through the extension
 of Red Army, Cheka, and the reliance on revolutionary agencies
a&ch ag Yorkers' and Peasanta" Iﬂﬂpﬂ@tﬂ!‘a‘bﬁaaz |

The civil war prevented the Bolshevik party from
launching on the full scale construction of the sgocialist
basis, Immediately after the revolution during the first
three or four years the party had to face conflict both within
and outside the party. A _z’mmi:er of factors were responsible
for this, Firstly, the party lacked clear-cut worked out plan
for tuilding socialism, BSecondly,; the party found iltself
anidst the exceedingly difficult cireumstances to take the
lead and thirdly, there was no accord with Lenin's policies
among the members of the Bolshevik Party, The party did not
have the monopoly of 'poli».tioal power until July 1918 and for
some years after this :date there wos a challenge to the
Bolghevik party from rivel revolutionary paﬂ:i.es. The main
opposition came from orgonised factions within the Bolshovik
party, from Left Communists, ?Iérker"s' Groups and many other
smaller groups.y‘

Buring the period of Var Comunism the important
gsectors of the economy were placed under the direct control
of the state and the principle of market economy was abandoned,

33> L.G, Churchwvard, Contemporar
1975)» Ps 57

3G 1vid,
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In 1518 and 1919 all industrial, financial, trede and trang-
portation enterprises along with all private property in
homes and land were nationgiised. The estates of landlords and
large farmers vere divided amcng the peasants. The legal
right to inherit private property was also sbolished,>? In
November 1920 ,‘ a decree was announced by which all enterpriges -
employing more than five workers where mechanical pover was
‘usged and ten workers in purely handicraft workshops = were
nationalised, By the end of the year about 37,000 such
enterprises were listed as belonging to the state;% "The
requigitioning policy with regard to agriculture and centrally
organised allocation of supplies; alike of industry, the |
ordinary consumer and the army, can bde said to have formed the
quintessence of Var COmmmiism.“B? | '
There was a general interpretation in the Vest
about the Var Communism and it was characterized as an attenpt
by the Soviet power "to reaﬁ.&ae an ideal communism, which,
coming into inevitable conflict with realities, had to bo
serapped in favour of a retreat in the direction of capitalimm,
as represented by the New Economic %15.@«“38 In fact Var
35 Heissner, n, 2, Ds 254
%6 Maurice Dobb, n. 6, Ds 166.
37 Ibid,
38 Ibids, p 120,
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- Commission was not a cl'aar«-saixt well planned ba.'i.i.ey &&opm
for the realisation of socialism, It was rather an !empirical
creation' and not a 'priori product of theory*, It had to be
adopted under the prevalling conditions of exhausting civil
war and the economic 562@\12"1‘5}"@‘59 it is also sometimes argued
that the policies adopted duri.ng the period of Yar Communism
fgtemmed from rev:alutionw enthusiasm®, 40
Lenin, however, made it guite clear that "Var
Communism was thirust upon us by war and ruin, It was not, .
nor could it be, a policy that corresponded to the economic
tasks of the proletariat, It was a temmrary measure“,l” It
was not an attempt of introducing cbinmmism in the newvly born
Soviet state. It "significd the complete breakdown of market
production and exchange; Xt was an exp'editiws attenpt by the
Soviet Government to shore up the efcommy“.&z
| Smusmcovg gn author of a textbook of the middle 20s
wrote that "the transition to Var Communism was a matter of

¢ompulss.on, imposed on us, first by German Imporialisn, and

39 1bid,
40 Helene Carrere d'Encouse, "Determinents end Parameters of
Soviet Nationamty !;ol.tcy" in Jez*emy R, Azrael, ed,,

(London, 1%):

41 Quoted in Maurice Dobb, n. 6, pe 123.
" 42 David Laney, ns 1, Pe 61.
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after that Yy interncine counter-revelution, Uar Communism t-:as‘
not a normal economic policy. But it was historically Pand
economically inevitsble in the conditions of that time "™ Later
on Lenin referred to 1t as a "mistake” and a "Jump”, "in
gomplete contradiction to all we wrote concerning the transition
from capitalism to aaaialism"“,fm |

Under such conditions the tagk for the intelligentsia
was of gpeat significance., The task of defending the country,
of building the Red Army and a leadership for military action
became of paramount importence. Qualified cadre with experience,
ability amd knowledge were needed to get work started in
industrial entéz'prtaas, to supply the needs at the front and
to provide the army wlth commanders, 1In January 1918, Leain
igsued a decree by which the Red Army wag founded, Vorkers and
Peasants volunteered to join its rank, |

Lenin also took the initiative of enlisting the
"bourgeols" military specialistswhich, though aroused a
criticism among the party members, was supported by the
Central Committee and Local Party mf'gaurzs.;‘!‘*j5 There were su'ong
reservations from the | party members over the use of "bhourgeois®
military specislists, But finally the decision taken by tho

43 Quoted in BOﬁb’ e 6’ Pe 123.
44 Ibid,
45 Fedyukin, n. 11, p. 70.
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Central Committee on the initiative of Lenin prevailed, He took
the task of orgenising the Red Army with great zeal and zest,
The result was, by 1921 there were 217,000 commanders of all
ranks in the Red Army, Military specislists accounted for 34
per cent of the command staff, . There vere seventy to sevehi:y‘-
five thousand generals and other officers who had served in the
Tsarist army., On 25 October 1917 there were 157,884 officers
in the Rua"sian Army. Neoorly half of theéa officers were recruited
in the aed Army, on the initiative of Lenin,“®  After the c1vil
war vas over, in February 1923, ex~tsarist army officers made
up 82 per; ‘cent of the commanders of infantry regimenta. 83 par
cent of corps and division commanders and 54 per cent of gll
troop conrmmderajﬂ ‘ |

. The transition of the old military speclalists to
the side .;cf Soﬂet Government was, though a painful process,
conploted during the 20s, Active participation of the military
speclalists in the Red Army and its involvement in the internal
and external coxmter-ravaluéicn is:as of utmost importance, The
coumtry ;sm-vived the ¢ivil war period. The two chief reasons
were the, division and lack of coordination between the ellies
and the anti-Bolshevik forces and the crestion of Red W'AG

i

3

46 Ib:l*.é., pe 77« Also see Borris Meﬂ.asrier, Ne 2y Do 26,
47 Ibides Do 84,

48 D,1, Sturley, A Short History of Russia (Longmans, 1964),
Pc 21’*;
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There hed also been ampmg soclal changeg in the
country since the October Revolution of 1917, ddctated both by
economiec considerations and power politics, During War
cfommni.sm., however, countervailing tendencies in soeial gysten
began to emerge, The number of industrial workers dropped by
ene~halt (1,5 million in 192021, compared to 3 millien in 1917)
because of the critical food sltuation in the aities. The
whitescollar empmyeea increased by more ‘man 60 per cmt
(2.4 million in 1920, compared to 1,5 million m 1913). These
vhiteecollar employees were largely drawn from ‘i:he former
members of the upper gocial strata,
| During the Civil Ver period the intolligentsia were
largely drawn from those former members of the upper sotial
strata vhose civil rights had been curtailed, As early as
28 March 1918, Trotsky had observed that the eﬁéi.neers s teche
nicians, physicians, teachers and former officers constitute,
likke our idle machine, the nati.onai resources ¢f the people
and they must be enlipted for the service of the nation.

" During the period there was a mass migration of olght
million people from city to country side beéanae of the agri-
culture land being distributed among the individusl peasanta,
During the summer and autumn of 1918, the Soviet Government
expropriated 50 million hectares of land owned by the kuleks
and distributed it among the peasants, The policlios adopted
by the government in the field of ayicuiwm were opposed by
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the peasants that resulted in the reduction of a@imlﬁra]. :
output and created food scarcity in 1921, According to
official Soviet statics 5 million men died of starvation,™?
The result was a decline in the population from 143,5 to 134.2
million between 1917 and 1920 vhile rural population dropped
from 147,7 to 113.4 million, Relatively however, the percentage
of the rursl population actually increased from 82 to 85 of the
country® s inhabitants, The agrarian social structure had under-
gone far reaching and radical chenge and yet many old femilliar
features of villapge and commine life remained in tact,

Only in the industrialized sector bf the nation the
Soviet Covernment had taken stern and farceful measwres to
replate old social structure with a totally new model of
soclal orgenisation, The policies of 'force' and 'persuasion
adoptéd by the govermment started bringing a radical change
in the social structure of the urban population in the cities,.
There was also an indication of new recrultments of the old
bourgeols intelligentsia as woll as the creation of the nevw
soclalist intelligentsia from the workers in the factories and
peasants in the agricultursl sectors, 9"As the party began to
turn 1ts attention to the countryside, it included within the
scope of its interests the rural intelligentsia of ' teachers

and agronomistst 2 0

49 See footnote in Boris ileissner, n, 2, p, 145,
e Country (Paiguma, 1970) ,
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The socio-structural changes that took plase during
the pericd of YWar Communism were conditioned by two main causes,
On. the one hand the changes were conditioned by the internal
causes and on the other hand by the application of an
ideology in a completely different cultural mtlieu. The
drab egalitarionism of VWar Communism had to be abendoned vhen
the ec;onoms.c; rec&nsﬁuétibn of the soclety began ini the spring
of 1921, through the introduction of the New Economic Policy.

EP and the Intellis

The country devastated by seven years of var and civil
var was almost in rum;' The interventionists and the countere
revolutionary forces had caused great loass to the econony
Factorlesy enté:jprises, mineg and transport had been wrecked
by them, Heavy industry production was reduced and agriculture,
‘ heavily taxed, could not manage ¢to provide food for the
population. There was a grave shartage of essential comodities.
Between 1918 and 1920 Red Army alone lost one million men.

Neaﬁ ‘about 8 million people were killed, wounded or died fn

war, cpidemics snd famines,”' NEP was introduced duc to the
economic exhaustion of the country and because of the oppocition
to the' @vermﬂent from both peasants and workeraos 2

The revolt of the Naval garrison at Kronstadt which
hed formerly been among the chiejf supporters of Bolshevika,

54 Fedyukin, n. 11, p. 135,
52 Ghurcnwaz‘d, Ne 33y De 5a,
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underlined the widespread discontentment end opposition to the
policies of the government that had been mounting throughout
the period of civil war experiments in the Var Comn_mi.-sm In
particular, the roesistance of the peasants forced Lenin to
abandon for the time being the tactics of class warfare m. an
effort to produce more food and salvage the cconomy of the
country, The New Economic Policy (NEP) was adopted at the
10th Party Congress in March 1921. . It replaced the method of
appropriation of surplus grain by a tax in kind. The grain
produced above the tax was allowed to be freely e'ansumeﬁ or
marketed by the peasant, The policy was further followed
by other concessions to private industry, trode and aggrioculture,
the general purpose of which was $o stimilate national ecconomy,
During 1922, after the mu'aductiqn of NEP, the Soviet
industry was at its lowest point, The novw policy allowed a
rapid recovery to be made end by the ond of 1926 the production
in geheral was back }bo 1ts pre-revolutionery 19?@1@55

During the period the private commerce was allowed
aloqgslde a gtate nonopoly in foré&m trade and state Co-
operative trede, The state retained in its own hands the
control of large and mediume~sized enterprices,

In foreign circles, NEP was halled as a 'rotreat!,
a 'failure' of Bolshevik policies towards socialiam and ree
introduction of capitelism. Evcn the 'emigre’ writers remailned

53 Carry, ne 3 De 118, Also see Dagvid Lane, n. 1@ Pe 62;
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sceptical of any improvement. Miliukov wrote in 1922 about
NEP as "the beginning of the end"; and Prokopovitch declared
that "there is 1ittle hope for the reestablishment of the
Russian national and state economy", Even in the country
among the masses in general and intelligentsia in particular
there were apprehensions sbout the suctessful working of the
REP, It was considered as a retreat, a concession to the
hostile forces and it was thought that *the scrapping of war .
communism might be the £irst chapter in a Russian Thermidor' ,5“

| It was an ervonecus assessment of the Bolshevik
paj.mies and perceptions. The mtmduétim of NEP was
primarily concerned to get the economy of the country back on
its v,feat.sg‘ It gave way to a moderate and gradusl vision of
soclial ehangeﬁa in the Soviet system. It was an intrinsic
‘aspect of the transition period,

The transition to the New Economic policy howaver,

did not cause any major changes in the character of the attitude
- of the party to the intelligentsia. Under the NEP the problen
of rational use of knovledge and experience of the sclentific
and technical intelligentsia and their re-education in goclslist

54 Haurice Dobb, n. 6, p. 104,
%5 David Lane, s 1y Pe 61
56 Helene Carrere d'Encausse, n, 40, p. 45,
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ethos became of even greater political and practical impor~
A*bama.s 7 | |
Theé intellligentsia in goneral welcomed the policy
because it gave them a relief in their material situation, A
gection of intelligentsia that supported the Bolshevik Party
and ‘me Soviet Government took the NEP aé a nealﬁ;y sign of
‘viability and political flexibllity of the New State and
Visualised the possibilities of economic and cultural regeneration
of the soclety, The policy opened to technical and scientifie
intelligentsia an unlimited field of action in the creative vork
using their knowledge and experience, The scientific intelli~
gentsia appraised the NEP and worked honestly in their scientific
pursutt,

~ Lenin himself had described the NEP as a "trangi-
tional mixed system" to vhich he gave the name of "State
capitalism®" wvhich was considered to be an nadvance on the
breseni gstate of affairs and as "economically immeasurably
superibx'".sa By State Capiﬁa@ism Lenin meant control by the
" state over smallecommodity production. In this system the
working class held political power, and the Soviet state held
politically aend economically, "the commanding heights" from
which it could control the movements in the surrounding
plain-.sg

57 Fedyukin, n. 11, p. 137.
58 Quoted in Maurice Dobb, n., 6, p. W5,
59 1Ibid, Also see Lenin, Sglected Vorls, vol. IX, p., 165,
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Maurice Dobb cbserveds

~ sasit is clear that the mized eemamg vhich
emerged under NEP was no sudden novelty
invented ovemi?n; or forced upon {ntentions
quite alien to 1t by the fallure of a 'direct

- assault! upon the old regime. It fitted -
completely where VWar Communism had net, inte

the conception vhich Lerin had slvays held.of

a definite transition periods..for a vhole
historical era Ylying between capitalism and
soclalism's g transitional era which 'cannot but
combine the featurcs and pronerties.of both these
systems of social enterprisef, 60
‘ The NEP also deepened and accelerated the stratifie
| cation process vhich was taking place among the intelligentsia,
On the one hand, it brought about a quicker geparation from it
of the elements loyel to the Soviet State and their transition
to supperting the state sctively. On the other hemd the policy
mede 1t objectively possible for the "Right Wing" of the
"hourgeols intelligentsia®™ to revive its anti-Soviet
activity,® | | |

The bourgeois intelligentsia visualised that NEP would

bring a change in the Soviet State structure and -way follow
the parliamentarian system, They saw the NEP as proof of o ,
crisis in Bolsheviam and 4ts idealsoﬁz They affirmed that the

Soviet State has :zaneﬂ in its course of cconomic process and it

60 Maurice Dobb, n. 65 pp, Wb=7,
61 Fedyukin, n. 115 P i,
62 gm.. P 143,
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was therefore better to return to the capitalist methods of
running the economy, Thege views held by the bourgeois
intelligentsia were belied vhen the introduction of tho NEP
within "approximately six months® time® could be accounted
ng preat succeaa"asj The policy was nothing more than a
temporary ! stt"'a,tegm' retreat! ».& 1% vas a clearly welle
planned policy ééopted under the préVailing circumgtances; a
necessary prelude to the lauwnching of succesaftfﬂ. é«orking of .
the soclalist economy, It was not a genuine cbandonment of
Harxist principles, but merely a temporary expedient to
restore the economy of the country by any means before
proceeding with the task of building socfalisem,

The Bolsghevik Party end the government launched the
battle against the reactionary tendencles mmonpgoet the
intelligentsia and made persistent efforts to draw it into
bullding nev life, The policy of force and persuation launched
. by the government showed healthy sign of co=-operation by the
bourgeols intelligentsia., The periodical press also played a
great role in the dbattle against bourgeois ideology and m
strengthening the Harxist-Lenknist ;deoloéy among the masscs in
general and intelligenteia in particular. Erawdg and Lzvestis
newspapers alongwith Bolshevik journals imparted and contributed

63 Lm,w vol. I%, pu 1684
61& Ctmrcm:zard. Be 33, Pe 591
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greatly to the battle agalnst the bourgeois intelligentoia
The results were very much favom'ablé to _the.sm@t
Govmmeht, A section of the emigre intelligentoia synpathised
with the plans of the Soviet Government and felt the desire
to return to their motherland, AN, Tolstoi, "the typical
Russian emigre" and a member of the Smena Vekh (Change of
Landmarks mvwnent)es once having hatred qu;' the Bolshevik
ideology, changed his views and declared that the Bolshevik
goverment was the real gwemimentg As a result, a doopwgoing
stratification process took place emong the Russian thite
emigre intelligentsia that sided with the Soviet Government
and Bolshevik ideology.

‘ The KEP cwcred all sides of public life except in
political activity vhere the authority of the party was salne
toined and consolidated., Many mractical steps were taken to
wvin the support of the workers, peasants and the intelligentsie
for the successful vorking of d:he industrialization, The 1101'.1;1 |
Party Congress vin Decenber 1925 passed a resolution vhich bound
the party to 'pursue a policy almed at the industrialization
of the country, the dovelopment of the neang of production,

and the formation of reserves for cconomic manoeuvre“.ss Tho

65 Smena Vekh movement was a literary movement 'launched*
abroad by the Puosien emigres, vho did not agrec with
the Bolshovik idoology.  Sec Fedyukin, n, 2, p. 143,

66 Carr, n, 3, p, 118.



112

labour code of 1922 provided for collective a@mmnﬁ:ﬁ through
the trade unions and regulations were mede limiting working
hours and thé employment of women and children, New laws of |
health and insurance schemes were also ma&e to better the lot
of the masses,

Attempts were alge made to remove the flliteracy.
In 1917, 75 per cent of the inhabitants of European Russia
and 85 per cont in Siberia were illiterate., The Government
concentrated on younger generation, As a result literacy
inecreased from 32 per cent of the Russian population in 1920
¢o about 60 per cent in 19%. 67

then the NEP was nearing its end with the introducs
tion of economic planning, the social structure of the population
414 not seem, on the surfece at least, to have changed vary
mich from that of the pre-war period. In 1928 urban workers
and intelligentsia constituted 17.3 per cent of the population,
compared to 1647 per cent in 1913, the munber of peasants and
unorganised domestic workers increased from 65,1 per cent in
1913 to 72,9 por cent of the population in 1928,%8

By the end of tho NEP many members of the old
intelligentsia and young soclalist intellipentsie were recruited
by government agencies or by state~managed enterprises. iha

Al

67 Churchuard, n. 3, ps 59. A detalled study of educati.on
would be given in Chapter IV,

68 See Boris leissmmer, n. 2, ps 30.
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leadership of the party {consisting of highly educated members
of intelligentsia) not only had commanding positions in
industry, banking, finance, transportation ang monﬁpoly in
foreign trade, but also tightened its control even more by
eliminating the "reactionary" intelligentsia and the ‘kulaks',
the last remnants of the NEP period.

Agriculture was dominated by the individual peasant
vho tilled his own plot of land. By 1929 these peasants made
up 72,9 per cent of the entire population, substantially
higher then in 1913, In the village soclal differention was
also beginning to ocour more shafply as a result of subston~
tial increases in the size of industrinl enterprises, A
detalled sfudy of soclal mobility and social stratification
would be undertazken in the next chapter.

| Suffice here it would bo to say that during the
NEP‘pertad the countsy was put on tﬁe‘path‘df socinliot
reconstruction. The vhole economy was controlled by the stats.
then the First Five Year Plan and the policles of collestivation
werce launched, the new process of social mobility ond eocial
stratification had taken its roots, and the nov ingtitutional
structures began to emerge as a result of nev sodi@-econonic
policy, The poriod slso witnessed tae historical achievements
of the transition of the old inteclligentsin to the side of
socialism, The process; though very difficult and complicated,
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bore positive fruits till the end of the 30s, The year say

not only the co-tperation from the old bourgeois intelligentsia,
but also witnessed the recruitment of the younger generation
of the socialist intelligentsia, There is no exaggeration

in saying that it wvas through tﬁe use of the services of the
0ld bourgeois :&nﬁélligentsia that the country survived the
Civil War period and the foundation of socialist soclety were
laid down on a new instﬁ.tutibnal basis, |

eose






CHAPTER IV

. SOVIET FOLICY AND THE EMERGENCE OF THE
SOCILALIST INTELLIGENTSIA ¢ 1930-&0‘ ‘

The credit of laying the foundation of socialim
in a semi-Feudalist Russia goes to Lenin wio had been the
ingpiring épxrit behind the whole révblutionary movenent of
the epoch, though the contribution of score of other revo-

- lutionary figures hed also been of considersble significance,
Lenin was a ghlloscphar. a theorist and at the same time "ono
‘of the greatest revolutionary stratogists" of ail times; it
was he who under the prevalling socio-political conditions in ia
Tsarist regime, hed nmade certain modifications to the Harxist
ideology ~ a viable slternative for socloweconomic, political
and cultural transformation,

. The Marxist-Leninigt ideology hed provided a |
"goghisticated loglc of Soviet Veltanschaung, vhich obviously
has been the guiding force in the long process of reconse- |
truction of society".1 A meaningful socloe=political ctudy

1 R’,R, Sharna, "Sceial Structure and Social Chaengo in
Soviet Soclety”, in Zafar Imam, ed., Ihg USSR 1 Sixty
Ygars (New Delhi, 1981), p, 25,
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of Soviet soclial system is eminently conceivable only within

the conceptual framewerk of Marxisvaeninism.z

The ideology
had proved to be the basis of "the creative social trang-
formation and the emergence of productive structural 9n$&tles“
that became a "strategic formative phenomenon of the |
cenxury“,g '

Harx and Zngels congidered the means of production
as the crucizl determinant of ¢lass position. The owners
of the mesns of materisl production constitute the ruling
class and use the atate as an instrument of ¢lass exploitation
viz., the exploitat&eﬁ of the nomcmers, Harxz also argued
that the class vhich dominates the means of materisl production
glso controls the "means of mental production®, thus rules
as “"producer of ideas™, The division of lgbour in such a.
soclety give rise %o the economic classes. In capitalist
society, the industrial bourgeoisie owné the means of
production and employs the labour, its superior financial
and organisational resources give them control over the ntate
and the society. This cless also retains accoss to culture
and eﬁucat&on and mould them to guit their own class-
hegemony. In such a soclety, the concepts like ¢lass, power,
status and honour are inextricably intertwined, These, in

2 Ibid,
3 Ibid., Pe 23,
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course of time, breed and enhance the contradictions in the
h:.ei'arehy of classes end help dominate one ci‘asa over others,
Inequality remains rampant in such a socliety.s

In the Commmisat Henifesto Marx wrotes "Chen in
the course of 'deﬁreloment class distinctions have disappeared
and all production has been concentrated in the hands of a
vast assoclation of the whole nation, then.public power will
lose its political character.® As socisl and politicol inequa-
1ity was sustained by class inequality, the abolition of
private property, end of the capitalist class based on 1%,
would entail the elimination of political and social
inequaltty. Only in the Communist soclety would "all the
springs of comoperative wealth £low more abundently - only
then can...sccliety insceribe on its bamers: From each
according to his ability to each according to his necdsl®
In such a sdcicty there would be no divigion of lgbour ond
therefore no antithesis betveen mentel ond manual klabour.l'

In foraztian framework of onalysis 1t is the vorking
class that provides the main class basis in the struggle to
replace cepitalism by socialism:. Under the prevalling
conditions in Russia before the revoluticn, Lenin had nado
tvo modifications. Firatly, he laid greater cmphasis on the
revolutionary role of the intelligentsia; and secondly, ho

4 nCritique of Cotha Progranm®", in Horx and ingelg,
Selected Vorkg (Hoscow, 1950), vol. 2, p. 23,
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puts enphasis on the peasantry as an indispensable ally of
the industrial proletariat., As early as 1902 Lenin
wrotes

The history of all countries shows that the
working class, exclusively by its owm efforts,

.18 able to develop only trade union consgcious-
ness, i.e., 1t may itself realise the necessity

- for combining in unions, for fighting against

. the employers and for striving to compell the
government to press necessary lsbour leglslation,
etcs The theory of socialism, however, grow °
out of the philesophical, historical and
ecenomic theories that were elaborated by the
educated representatives of the propertied
¢lasses, the Intellestuals, According to
their soclial status, Marx and Engels, them-
gselves belonged to the bourgeois intelligentsia.
Similarly, in Rugsies the theoretical doctrine
of Social-Democracy arose independently of
the spontaneous growth of the labour movement;
it aroge as a nadtural and inevitable outcome

~of the development of ideas among the revolu-

" tionary socialist intelligentsia, 5

In the conceptual framework of Marxism-Leninism the
foundetion of socialiem required new basis of the soclety
and state, a new economic order and new cultural orientation
of the wvorking masses, Far from being an instrument of
'éocial cpgreasgon,.the gtate under soclialism becomes an

instrument of soarvice to the society, a means for implementing
the vitel creastivity of the people, Socialisn promotes the

5 V.I, Lenin, "that is to be Done”, in Sglected Verkg
(Hoscowr, 1944), vol, II, p. 53.
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development of the soc¢ialist economy - a single economic
complex which embraces all levels of soclal production, disg-
tribution, consumption and exchange. The economy under |
socialism is based on the social ownership of the means of
production, The ability of the people to engage in joint,
concerted activity and man's feeling of involvement in the
common cause rooted in collgctive argénisation' of the
relations of production,

Tne ideological foundation of the economic structure
‘prwiadea new basia of development to the preductive forces
and the relations of productions It destroyed the old economic
structure of small commodity production which was decmed to
be the "breeding ground® of éapita‘lism;ﬁ It also created the
imperative conditions for the massive growth of the working
class and the proletization of the peasantry and the
intelligentsia, )

The Soviet state followed a *Non-Capitalist
Development' particularly in its more backward republics and
regions that signified tho important aspect of socto-ecunomic
change during the transition peridd. 1t provided "the process
oi: a direct transition from foudal or prae-capitalist gtructures
to socialism, The development of productive forces without
allowing capitalist rclationg of production to find roots was

6 Sharma, n. 1s De 29,



120

central to the idea of nanacagitaiist path of social and
econonic cnange“.7A This was possible becaase of the apocific
naturc of the political power, vwhich was in the handg of
working class and its political party.

Speakiﬁg on the New Econemic Policy, Lenin visualized
that 2 minimum of ten to iiﬁtéen yeara' tronsition period
vas needed to dismentle the 0ld socio-economic structure,
changing the agrarian‘cnaraeter of the Russian economy and
meking the vorking Class the dominating socioe-economic factor
in the society. - The period was also "to be earmarked for
the purpose of building the necespary minimum base o6f noy
soclal system, oversoming the resistence of older institu-
tional structures, socisl claﬁsés, and the sanctified trodi-
tional values", 8 ‘

The Soviet policy of nonecapitslist development
until the end of 1920s "sought to integrate the cconomic,
political and soclo~cultural aspects of developmental
change®, 9 A specific effort was made to realize the bourgcois-
democratic tasks of tho revolutionary transfornation in a
socialist perspective, and under the leadership of vorking
class vanguard. In the very first decade after the rovolution
tho Soviet stote could not pursue in a sustained manner ‘

7 R.R, Snarma, A_Harsig ¢ Social Chonn
oviet Conthal Ania i TOT7o1080 (BeTRt, 1999}, b. 38,

8 Ibhﬁ.
9 Ibid,, p, 49,
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épecific policy'designs for the restructuration of the society,
It had been more because of the compulsions of the higtorical
factors vitnessed particularly during the period of Civil var,
and not because of any lack of gu&ﬁing force on the ﬂabt-éf
leadership. It was only after the introduction of NEP, and
subsequently the collectivization and formalization of the
First Five Year Plan that the Soviet state mede itself able
to lay the firm roots of socializetion on a massive scale in
the country. "The Soviet leadership, despite its initial
aberrations in its edonomic policics, pwrsued a vhole
gamut of pragmatic, or rather what Professor Hunter calls
' purpoaive' policies, which weré specifically designed to
'chéllenge' the impact of the socias¢ﬁ1tural environunent,
and ‘reorgonise the inherited economic process'. The ilssues
and problems fof total transformation/ were adequatcly
identified, and whenever required, practical adjustments and
variations usré included within the pblicysatrategy framevork
of soeial ahanga;“‘o‘ ,

The Soviet state mede variable strategic cfforts ¢o
resolve specific problems that arose from time to time,
after considerable political and ideological discussions, In
the decade of 19208 onc can see the various phases of
'eratic emergence' of Soviet policy followed by speeific

10 Inid., p. 62,
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policy designs leading to the congdvlidation of the basis of
socialism. However, it is fascinating to £ind "the emergence
and grovuth of new productive ﬁorces out of a maze of
ideological distortions, political misealeulations ond the
econonic policy mistakes vhich accompanied the social

dynamics of the revolution....One may discover precisely in
this the roots of social cbange‘ﬂ‘i

During the early pericd of cataclysmic changes in
the Soviet system the process of soclal stratification and
social mobility also took on a new character vhich was a
necessary corollary to the Soviet policlies of industrializao-
tion and collectivization adopted during the late 19208, The
decrees issued for the "socialization" of land and
"nationalization® of industry, commerce ete, wvore the first
crucial steps tovards the realization of the goal, viz,
laying the foundation of socialism, 9PThese decrecs markoed
the initiation of first sericus political assemlt on tho
given mode of rural institutionalized class or proporty
ptructure, ... The feudal-ethos vas made to give way to more

productive principle of,socia@uprggnlzation‘o12

11 Ingp pﬁ 6“"0
12 Sha:‘mag Ds Y5 Da 30.
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Social stratification, says David Lane, "means
the divieion of society into a hierarchy of strata, each
having an unequal share of soclety's power, wealth, property
or income and each enjoying an unequal evaluation in termg
of prestige, or honour or social esteen", 13 Studties of
social sptratification attempt to delmegté the 'socially
important! groups to determine thé reiat}anspi.p between
politicnl privilege, economic inequality and social rank
and status, 1 | », |

Froﬁ the point of view of soclal stratification
the October Revolution was to create conditions for the
establishment of socio-economic equality and a classless
societys. In place of a gystem of stratification being
determined by the claséreiaﬁms‘ andt by the forces of
m‘a;mat, it was deemed necessary that social relations wvould
be determined by the s.dgalogy and the goals of the Communist
party, % ,

Lenin, after the announcement of the NEP, distinguie
ghed three classes in the :Soviet societys (a) the proletariat;

13 David Lane olitics and Soclety in ¢
1970) s De %8 .
4  Ivid, s Da 383,

354 Inid. » Ps 38‘&0
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"{b) the petty bourgeoisnie, vhich he identified with the
peasantry; and (c) the landowners and cepitalists, After
two years' experience of the NEP, he published an’ ar’tiéle
in vhich he eliminated the 'landowners and capitalists' end
introduced a now category of *nepmen’ alongwith two other
classes of workers and peasants, 0

The Soviet soclety in the first decade after the
revolution, in fact, did not witnéss mich rad iéal trang-
formation in its structural clasg composition, Till 1928,
the Soviet society was composed of four~fold division of
social classes, namely (a) the wérking peasantry, (b) the
Kuloks, (¢) the bourgeoisie, and {(d) the proletariat, Y7 ae
a‘.gair\mt the conceptual framework of the soclallist society,
it still retained the remnants of the capitalist class
struafure as is shown in Table 1. The introduction of NEP
had recreated a small Class of prhrate traders and lami-
owning kulaks,

Table 1
~ CLASS COMPOSITION { 1913~1928) )
Manual wquers 14,0 12,0
Unite Coller Vorkers | 3.0 540
Small Independent Peasants ote, 66,7 . The9
Bourgeoisie & Kulsks 16.3 8.5

‘Sourcer LH. Sharma, USoclal Structurc and §ociaT'5bnnge In

Soviet Society”, in Zafor Imom, ed,, Jhg USSR 3 Sixty
m (NQU Delni. ‘%1)0 Pe 29, '

16 Sac EH, Carr,
(Penguln, 1970)a p. 102,

17 Sherma, n. 1, Ds 29; also see Carr, ibid,, p. 103,
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It was only after 1928 that the process of social
stratification in the Soviet soclety took a particular
intended direction through a 'conscious sociompolitical
design', The aﬂapﬁion of the First Five Year Plan marked tho
end of NEP periods The guided economy of the NEP pertiod
vhich hed preserved some elements yaf the old Russian social
structure, particularly in the countryside, was replaced by
a totally planned economy which was required to effect all
areas of social 1ife. The old social structure of clase
contradiction inherited from the Tsarist Russia was rooted
ocut towards the end of 19208, "The sot¢ialization of land and
land relations, nationalization'of banking, industry and then
commerce, the reorganization of education system were only the
£irst mejor steps in the process of reconstruction of goclo=-
economic relation,? _ | |

The period 1928=-29 to 1938-39 thus comper;;mvely
marked a decisive deep~rooted structural changes in the
Soviet social order, "During the period up to 1936, the
official definition of Soviet soclety was that of 'the dice
tatorship of the proletariat's From the Soviet viowpoint
the proletariat consisted of tm'ee. strata ~ workerg, lardless
peasants and emplayees."w “

18 Sharma, ne 1y Do 32,
19 David Lanc, n, 8, p. 384,
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The main classes that emerged in the Soviet social
structure by the end of 1930s were the working class and
peasantry. "The transformation of the socio~econcomic confi-
guration of soclety in the later half of 1930's was in fact
explicitly noted down in the 1936 Soviet Constitution vhich
proclaimed that the Soviat saciety had evolved into
‘a soclalist state of workers and peapante’. 20 In the
Soviet terminclogy it implied that no contradictory clase
relationship existed, The private ovmerahipi of the means of
production had finally been uprooted, The vhole eeonomy was
gocialised, By the end of 1936, when the new Soviet
Constitution was proclaimed, two specific forms of soclaliged
property had emerged, nanely, the State property, end the
Collective~Cooperative property.

In the capitalist socliety the inequality 4is rclated
to the existente of private property vhereas in '_t;he Soviot
sociei:y the inequality was based on the wage differentials
anong the individuals that further gave rise to privilege in
consumption and status differences, with differential access
to power position and political stratification, "To understand
adequately the process of poolal stratification, much more
than a arude mechanical relationshlp between ownership
relations, on the one hand, and honour and political power,

Nenim.

20 Sharma, n. 1 P» 3
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on the ofher, is requireﬂ."zi ‘It iz to be made clear that in
the USSR ‘'soclalism' is defined in terms of Marxist
property relations vhereas in soclalist democratic theory
socialism is defined in terms of egaiitarianismgzz"nuring
the period of industrislization the inequallity of income

has proved to be necessarys or at least useful lever of
labour requirement, Stalin once wrote that the consequence
of wage equalization is that a unskilled vorker lacks the
'1ncen€iva to becoﬁe a skilled vorker and is thus deprived

of the prospects of achievements,

The Savieﬁ_adciologisﬁS‘éansidered the Soviet
- soclety of 19305 as aqmpOsed of threé’main.graups namely
WOrkers, éeasanzry and intelligentsia, This class structure
was sald to be free from class conflict, This, however, does
not mean that there wvas complete harmony.

The social stratification in the Soviet society
réises another important question of sociel mobility among
the three groups of the society, It is gaid that "drastic
_social changes in the scope of significant economlc growth
or social revolution, mst, in and of itself, result, in
a sizablo increase in the amount of sociasl mobility in a
society.“23 it is also sometimes arguecd that "the high

21 Lane, n. B; ps 387
22 1bid,
23 Lipgot an

;
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rate of social mobility, and the absence of important barriers
against mobility have often been adduced,../Tg/ the gredual
diaappea;’anoe uf social classes in the HSSR."Z“ The high
rate of social mobility during the reconstruction of the
Soviet soclety had further accelerated the process of ree
structuration of the Soviet society into varlous subegroups
and units, although the three main groups or strata remained
the same. In"keles has kept the three main groups in an
hierarchical parameters and had used a combination of
measures that determined the stratum membership « occupation,
fncome, power and authority being the main elementa.as A
careful asnalysis of the sccio-economic factors of the period
showg that there had been x;xrtﬁer sub-divisions among the
three classes that had emerged "becasuse of the radical

shifts in the relative positions of the nev economic and
occupational groups....The economic model of rapid and forced
industrialisation had generated within the society such
social conditions vhich account for redicel internal
strueturel discontinuities end shifts, and vhich have a
greater possibility of contimuous social mobility and ro-

distribution of the given supply of lebour force,"Z

24 T,B, Bottomore.
1970), p. 49.

25 See David Lane, n, 8, p i also see A. In"keles,
"Social Stratification and nobi ity in the Soviet

ioty (London,

Union, 1940=~1550", ( 1950),
VO].Q 15.

26 Sharmas Ne 15 Pe 330



129

In the conceptualized framework of the Soviet
society, the Sovietelarxist model of total change also implied
a complete replacenent of aaaiai systen and fhe total deg-
truction of its institutionsl structures, This had emerged
clearly from the political programme of the Bolshevik Party,
vhich had been propounded in the course of their historical
 struggle for political change much before the October
Revolution, 2! The transformation of the institutional
structure 45 a long and painful process that needs a |
fdoternined' revolutionary ‘organization end ideology' ;.‘ta
mobilize people to carry out the cumbersome task.a%

During the crucial transition period the Soviet
society went through a ﬁynam:c gtructural transformation,
some of these structural trancformations were the obvious
outcome of the réﬁicai economic innovation introduced by the
Soviet state undeor the guiding hand of socio=political policy
to vhich the new regime was ideologically uommittedw‘zg
"This, however, does not imply that the changes dbrought about
in the social structwre were oxclusively the result.of
ceonomic innovations...the redical restructuration of the
soclal otructure made esvaileble e number of strategic inputs,
vhich woere imperative to the institutional requirements of tho
econonic innovations, Industrigiisation, end modems.saﬁon.?tgo

27 Sharma, ne 7y Ps 65,
28 Ibid“ j+ 66,

29 1Ibid,, p. 181

30 Ibid,
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In fact the reorganisation of the socio-institutional
strucma wag s!.@iﬂicanuy essential for ‘tbe successiul
realization of the economic development and cultural
modernization,

The economic development thrm@a 'pimed policies
of industrialization and collectivization wes not merely &
matter of evomti.on of medern economic strucme. It also
required for g tata:l. soclowaconomic mobilization that would
bring up its own cultural values, ethos, norms and its own
cultural institutions, #*Culturally sanctioned values and
symbols were, as it vere, a necessary fertilizer-though not
a sufficlent cauge - for the sced of economic growth and to
fully mature into the industrial revolution, w31 Discussing
the problem of industrialization 6f backward areas concerning
non-European countries, Gérscshfnkrcn has aptly assegsed fthe
effeets of their specific pre~industrial cultural development
upon their industrial potentialities”,”2 Cultural revolution
is considered to be an "importont complement of modern
oconomle development regardiess of the particular
institutional franeworks edopted for the transition. "33
Economic and cultural changes take place simultanecusly.

31 P.C, Joshi, "Tho Culmal Dimension of chomic Bevelap:nmt"
in Satish 3aberua od., Iounrds A Cultural (
(Delni, 1975), p, A2

32 GQuoted in Sharma, 0. 7, P« B2,

33 Joshi, n. 31, pPs iﬁo
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Cultural movements havé not only prepared the ground for
modern economic growth, indeed, the two have been s;: inter-
twined as to give the new economic stirrings the feel of
great cultural awakening.® )

The classical model ef socio=aconomic ﬂevelopmmtél
change and structural transformation was geared up through
the infusion of nev cultural valués among the messes in
general and intelligentsia in perticalar, The whole infra-
structure of new culture suitable to the ideclogical
framework of the Soviat society needed to uproot the tra-'-‘
ditionally accepted cultural values and o bring forth its
own norms, ethos, values and faith in the new gystem, YIt
was Bolshevism that served as the cultural fountainhead for
- the energy, stamina, ruthlessness; and dedication displayed
in carrying the industrial revalutim"g’s in the most back«
verd countr'y of - Burope.

It 15 an historical recognition that chenpges in
any modern gociety are innovated and actelerated by the
elite or intelligentsia, It is thig intelllgentsia, "an
irnovating minority?, says Kuznets, that plays the "positive
and atrategic® role in the process of soclo-economic

34 Ibid., b b2,
35 Ybide,, Py .o,
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éevalo-pmmt.% In this cage it was the Bolshevik leadership
which appeared on the sotial arena not Just as the leogders
of an economic revolution. They projected themselves as the
bearars of a now message, the heralds of a new era, and the
architects of the nations destiny®.>! Kumets highlichts the
energence of Yan innovating minority'! as the essential
clenent in the trangition, for %“the t;hénges are directed
tovards the future and cennot represent the immediate
interosts of the majority, which are lodged in the pro-
modern wderb.s‘a The innovating minority, thus, not merely
seeks to challenge the hegemony of the given cultural

elite; but also, and more profoundly, the entrenched soclo=
economic position of the vested class lnterests. Hence the

resistance to the ifnnovating ninority.

The decade of 1930s is marked to be the :l.mportan{:
period from the gtundpoint of soclo~economic transformation
in vhich the consolidation of the ideological basis of
sociai&sm has been higtorically achieved., The fact remains
that it would not have been achicved wdthout the maximum

36 Quoted by Shﬂx’mQt Ne 75 Pu Sy
37 JDShi; s 31’ Ps 42,
38 Quoted in ibid., pe 43.
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utilization of the ;mmn.gmam « g vital source of sociow
economic change. Intelligentsia mﬁstmxted » says Trotegky,
"the national resoumes*sg of the people, that has to be
fully operationalized in the economic development and struc-
tural transformation of the society, The fumdamontal problem
was to seek the productive cowoperation of the intelligentsia
in the implementation of the programme and policies of the
Soviet government, ‘m)e wpduamyé co=operation was sought

to be achieved through the well imgﬁ.naﬁve policies of
attracting the o0ld bourgeois mﬁelligmtsia to the side of
Soviet government, A process of political socialization of
intelligentsia was, thus, leunched to further strengthen the
participation of inteliigentsia in the process of transe
formation. An attempt, here, is mede to survey in brief the
factors responsible for the sotlalization of intelligentsia
alongwith its role and involvement in smic--écnmmic
development of the Soviet system.

. The successful launching of massive industrislization
and collectivization required a glgantic force of technically
equipped personal. Real;aing the productive potentialitics
of the role of intelligentsia, Stalin had é:tpx‘essed his views
that the working class should oreate its own industrial and

39 Cited in Boris rieissner. Soclal Change
Unjop (London, 1972), p. 2
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technical intelmgentaia‘m He also dirccted the peoplo "to

_change [inelr7 attitude towards the enginecrs and tcchniolans
of the old school, to show them greater attention and golict=
tude, to enlist their cowoperation more boldly.®*! As a
result the rewﬁmment policy of the party was changed in
fovour of the intelligentsia, Lenin hod appreciated the
importance of the revolutionsry role of intelligentsia in
 the construction of socialism and hed given his consent of
recruiting intelligentsia in the party cedres, He at the
seme time stresgsed on the peasants as indispensible allles
of industrial proletariat. In the beginning of 1920s the
party leadership emphasized the need of moking moximum
raecruitment of workers, Hence a'mass membership drive vags
conducted in 1924, 1927 and 1930 which brought in tens of
thousands of nev workers, By 1930 workers comprised 68,2

per cent of the party membership, This percentage remémed
hignh during the early 19308, It dropped off rapidly fronm
1937 onwards with the cmergence of nev intelligéntsia and
their recruitment consequently in the party.

The structure of the party went through thereforo
subgtantial modifications during the late 1930s. Intellectunls
gare encouraged and favoured in the party codre during 1937
and 19&1.""2 The successful implementation of the socio=

e

4o J.V, Stalin,
p. 548,

41 Ibid,, pe 552

42 L.G, Churchward, Congenoore
(London, 1975), D. 19
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econontc polieie_,s required singere co-operation of the
‘intelng\entsia that was sought to be achieved by 'faciliw-
tating its absorption into the party'. The party wag row
invigorated by admission of young clements consisting of
bureaucrats, enginecers, technicians, scientists and plant
breeders ete;l‘s During the year 1940-41 more than 70 per
cent of the now candidates could be broadly classified gs
belonging to the new mmngmtamf"*

As the First Five Year Flan gathered its momentum,
an acute shortage of trained persomnel was felt, Even at
the beginning of the plan, nearly half of the poats at the
higher managerial level were managed by the persons vho did
not have any special technical t?aining,.% The important task
before the Soviet g&?&t‘ﬁmﬂw&ﬁ, thus, not only to get the
productive help of the old intélligentsia but to create a
new }ﬁa&‘e of intelligentsia, ideologically committed to the
new social systems The young emerging intelligentsia was
expected to be highly qualified, technically capable of
nanning the machinery as well as tho tasks of the technical
revolution, It necespitated a new educational system and

43 M, Fainsod, ed (Bombay, 1969),
[+ %hl
& Ibid,

05




136

now curricula for the younger generation., It in facot
demanded a complete reorientation of the edueational policy,
which was accordingly enforced by the end of 1920s. |

Education had served "an important tocl in the
hands of the 'Et'aditional intelligentsia "to manipulate
culturally the minds of the masses®, 46 In eny social
system "the Ldeolcg&cal,appamtus of education mﬁaects
the structure of specific demands made on the ben,avi.ou?‘
pattern of the eitizen.”w The functioneal aspect of the
education has a direct bearing on the behaviour patterns vhich
become legitimised to meet the needs of the cbsulete
productive system,

In the traditional Russian society, the cducae
tional apparatus was controllied by the .‘Eraditional religious
elite, "Till the outbreaks of the Soviet revolution, the
traditional elite...cxercised a complete monopoly over
cultural, religlous and educationald 1ns€£mtions."ke The
old traditional educational system served the interest of
the Tsarist regime ond the upper stxrata of the socloety,
After the revolution one of the important steps token by
the Soviet state was to change the educational systenm in
such a way as ¢ serve the interests of the soclety as a
vhole, The concept of social planning in relation to
46 Sherma, n. 7; p. 196,

&7 1Ibvid, _
48 Ibid., p. B4,
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economic planning, ultimately inveolving and serving the
society was the main guiding force of the Soviet education
policy. ’ ‘

The fundamental question involved in the education
policy was not merely overhaling the traditional educationsl
gystem but the "restructuration of traditional syotem in
accordance with the imperative requirements of socio-cconomic
and political change® 2. 4 o

Tne Soviet planners of the educational policy
derived their basic concepts of education from the writings
of Morx and Engels and tho Paris Commune of 871, Though
Marx and Engels never worked out a blueprint of what odue
cation should be in a socialist society, they definitely
exprossed some general opinions on eéuoattmfo Mart
onghasized the all rownd development of humsn personality.
through eéncaum; But he put particular emphasis on poly=
technical edueation,; vhere people received the cducation in
technology cnd practical handling of various implemento of

laboux'.a i

Education for Marx had three aspectas Firstly,
mental development through mental efucationg seocondly

bodily ecducation provided by gymangtics and nilitary

49 1Ibid,, pp. 4950,

50 See Alex Inkelos, cd., Soviet Soc
Reedine (London, 1;9715. Pe 428,

51 Karl Marx, Capifal (Moscow, 1971), vol. 1, p. 450,
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exercises and thirdly, technical training wvhich would impart
the general principles of handling all process of production
in the soclalist sﬁeietyﬁ 2 Lenin had also expressed his
views that the purpose of education in a socialist state
ought to reflect its class aim by which he meant the
working masses,”> Lenin was against 'apolitical’ education.
Education he felt mst be able to make the man politically
and gotially a consclious human béﬁ.ng,

The Bolshevik Party had, in fact chalked out a
progrmme of revoluticmary reorganisation bi educational
system much before the révolution. It was put into practice
with required variations in the country, The enlightencd
Bolshevik lesders, in the eariier period, 1ike Lenin,
Krupskaye, .Lunacnarsky@ Shooling and others had given more
emphasis on the scope of culture, ise;, general human
education. In support of the ethos of the trangition period,
the education policy endeavoured to emphasise free compulsory
education and on the creation of appropriate links of education
with the economic developnent. It was sought to achiave
politicization of the younger generation, and the creation
of a vast pool of scientific and technical intelligentsia,
1t was combined with lsbour - an innovation introduced in

52 K. Marx and F. Engels, Sglected tiorkg (Moscow, 1950),
vol, I, p. 81, '

e {Moscow,
1975) »
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the Marxian concept of education, The laebour theory of
Pavel Blonsky emphasized that productive work and useful
labour were to form the basis of aﬂucatz.ongs 4 Lenin beling
gréatly influenced by ﬁonsky' s labour theory made an
assessment that 4t would enable the people to master the
technical culture,”” As education was significantly linked
with politics and ac:onemica.' ‘the word educaﬂon wvas in fact
substituted by the term !Enlightenment’,”® It was an all
inclusive term aiming at producing a new culture and a
revolutiapary Value system and ethos for the socialist
soclioty. |

A 'universal eduocation' policy was in the general
plan of the Soviet government recognized through the conse
titutions of 1918 and 1924 that also ennounced that though
education facilitles would be open to all in principle, a
preferential treatment would be given to the children of
the toilers, who for centuries had renained particularly
disadvantaged in this regard. |

In the first decade after the Revolution, the
Bolsheviks, however, could not follow a c¢consistent policy

5& J.J, Tomi.ak, MM (London, 1972)s pe 1.

55 See Politl 3 USSR (UNESCO, Netherland,
1963 s Po

56 Beatrice King, Chonging
ihe USSR (London, 1935,

¥
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deslgn of education in accordance with their ifdeologicel
comnitments, They had made se'Vera}.' ¢hanges in the school
gystem and in the curricula, drawm mainly from the Western
education system, It was only after the introduction of First
| Five Year Plen, that the Yestern method of education was
sbandoned, From 1928 onwards the emphasis was laild on the
troining of the specialists in various fields of economic
constructiont industrislization and collectivization. The
educationsl policy in this period supplemented the paramount
imperatives of Soviet cconomic development, It created a
necegssary mfrastméture which complimented the radical
process of socloweconomic transformation,

| The main purpose of the education was not only to
eradicate illiteracy vhich was both a political and economic
necessity, but also to create a ‘new pan' _z’uily conscious and
politically socialized to betome the productive force of the
society, It did articulate the ideological understanding
of sociallism, Education, in the hands of Soviet government,
wvas an important tool to infuse nev cultural values guitable
to the Lmperatives of the socioweconomic transgformation,

Guided by the massive programme of industrislization

and collectivization glongwith the implementstion of Plan
policiens, the Central Committee of the CPSU, at its
plenary meeting in Novenber 1929 emphasized the need for
scientific and better toachers, particularly those having
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practical training alongwith adequate theoretical background.??
Accordingly, the speedy formation of the new intelligentsia
was to be realized through opening of new schools and
institutions for technical ami scientific education, A
nunber of higher »technieal schools of g university and
secondary school standing and also of factory schools for the
training of skilled workers were opened, As a Fesult by the
closing year of the Plan thare vere sbout 200,000 studants in
higher technical colleges of university standing ond near
about 900,000 students were receiving education in sccondary
technical schools, Table 2 shows @ substantial increase in

Table 2
EDUCATIONAL DEVELORIENT

| 1927 1940
Enrclment in general schools of all ‘ '
types (in thousand) 7578 20,633
Higher Educational Egtablishments 90 481
Their enrolment (thouseands) 114, 2 478,14

Technical and other special secondary _

schools 672 2,188

Thelr enrolment thousands) 123.2 594,0
Sources Y

,-I-scw, 158) s Pa 20

§7. Tomiatic , m- Su, pp- 6=t7
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the higher educational establishment and technical
secondary schools and the enrolment o: younger smdé'zta

in those _ea‘tabuéhmentﬂf The Soviet system of compulsory
secular education, eradication of mass illiteracys
particulerly adult Lllitcracy wvas significantly facilitated

by the destruction of the functional ethos of treditional
social structure and a systaemati:: policy of educational
and cultural organisation, As a result a high rate of
N illit@agy wase removed es is shown in Table 3,
Table .5
GROWTH RATE OF LITERACY
"~ Percentage of literate peopie o
,‘Qmagyeamofage N
o "ﬁ‘m T inmen m “BexXes
1926 R AL A A 56,6

1939 ' 91.5 83.6 89.1%

41926 ' 88,0 73.9 80,0

1939 97.6 91.0 94,2
Bucal Fopulntion | .

1926 : - 67.3 35 50,6

1939 | 93.7 79.2 8643

sourcos Hard.sh Vidra, Develomment of Soviet Fducational
Vs 0=1320 (unpublished), hil Dispertation
ttod t.o the 518, JNU, New Delhi, 19’78, Table 1,



The industrialization put forth its own digeipline

and demanded a significant role for the intelligentsia,
The Soviet government had perforce been driven to adopt its
structure of authority to absord the newv intelligentsia -
éreated in response to the industrial and technical
revolution, "The pre-sccupation of the top leadership with
problen of production has made the technical and menagerisl
intelligentslas an indigpensable adjunct of power ond given
its manhéra an increasing significant role in the directive
apparatus of Soviet state, 70 |

- To get the maximum involvement of scientific and
tachno;manageﬁal intelligentsla, various policies were
adopted to glve méximum incentives to the sclentiffc end
technical intell&géﬁﬁaim The polieies vere made 'to |
imprm;e both quantity and quality of the higher techni-eal
intelligentsia to meet the nezads of in:dua_wml and technolo~
glcal transformation in the first place, In the period of
early 1930s thus steps were token to improve their termp
of employment. Their grades were revised and they were
provided with better housing facilities, A Government
Order of 25 Harch 1932 instructed the Planning Comnkssion

58 Faingsod, n. 42, p. 503, |
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(GOSFLAN) to take necessory steps in this regard, Enter-
prises were askted to provide special dining rooms and
living quarters 4o the highly gqualified engineers and
techniciansf 9 They were alse provided with their own
ration -~ the 'academic ration' which was not provided to the
othar workers, o .

The Soviet gcvmamem alsgo folloﬁed a policy which
-involved increasing vage and salery differentials, It
offered subgtantial financiai mcantives t0 highly skilled
workers. geientisty, tecrms.e.tana, 1nﬁustr1a1 nanagers snd
1nte11ecmals.6° The policy of wage differentials raiscd
the income of the upper strata of the intelligentsia as
' well as leading groups within the warkmg tlass itaelf. The
policy of incentives-cumswage differentisls glso helped
the process of social mobility,s bhoth horizontically and:
vertically,

In 1928, at the begi-.m.mg of the First Five Year
Plan, the hipghest pald workers were meking nearly three
times (1 ¢ 2.8) as much as the lowest pald workers, In
'19140 the highest salary of an employee vas 10,000 old
rubles, whereas the average monthly wage of the official
was only 339 rubles., 1t shows that there was a wage

59 Maurico Dobb, Soviet |
(Londgn, 19‘:8). &

60 BQteomrag Ny 2‘59 Do 47,
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di.fierantlal between lowest ard highest pald workers at the
ratlc of 31,3, The widening of the wage-differenticls
was the deliberate policy in respongo Yo Stalin's famous
'Six Point' speech of 23 June 1931, in which he celled for
a new attitude towards the technicel star2,%1 e engineers
and techniciens vhose gervices were in groat demand were
,0ffered the most generous trestment in the esteblishments,
The intelligentseia as compared to the other working
population became comparatively well off, I¢ is sald that
prior to the World Wer II families of intelligentsia,
consisting of 12 to 14 per cent of the émployed population,
received 30 to 35 per cent of the national income, In
addition to the high incomes, the upper strata of the Soviot
intelligentsia also received humerms other fa;:zilitteas
free offtetal‘quartéva; stoff assigtance paid by the state;
rent=frec country borus: free medical care by doctors in
first rate hosgpitals; luxury villas on the Black‘Sea emd

buying privileges in special shopswﬁa

As a result of nevw technical and scientific edu~
cation provided to the younger generation, and othor numerous
facilities given to the highly qualified scientific and
technical intolligentsia, thousands of Bpeci.éliats vere

involved in various sectors of industrial development,

——

61 Haurice Dobb, n. 59, p. 259,
62 Boris Heiaoner, n, 39, pp “58"49;'-
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Table 4 shows the number of specialists with
‘higher and secondary professional education involved in
various occupations in the Soviet netional economy,

Table &

SPECIALIST UITH HIGHER OR SECONDARY PROFESSIONAL
EDUCATION ENGAGED IN NATIONAL ECONOMY (Excl. Service=

men
| | 1928 January 1; 1941
Total number of speclalists with
a higher or secondary professiocnal
education 524 2,400
 Total specialists with a higher
edusation ) 233 208
Total specialliats with a ,
secondery professional education 288 1,492
Sources

There vas also a numericol growth of working
class alongwith the growth of intelligentsia that proved
to be a decigive foctor in the technical reconstruction of
industry ond the introduction of new end advanced techniques,



w7

The total number of industrial workers involved
in various industries, in 1928, was 31,24,000 that rose to
82,90,000 &n 1940. The periocd also witnessed a substontial
increase of Soviet technical intelligentsia consisting of
angineers and techniciens in varfious industries, In 1928
the total number of tecthmical intelligentsia was 9,32,000,
1t wvas 16,37,000 in 19#0;63 Yomen speclalists were aloo’
involved in the various fields of national cconomy. In
1928 the number of women specialists with a higher and
secondary nrofessional education employed i{n the national
economy was 1,51,000. On 1 January 1941 it was 8,64,000,
The statisticel datas show that till the end of 1940s
thousands of women specialists were also involved in
various occupation having specialisetion with higher educaw
tian,sa The Soviet 5ystém provided thus equal opportunities
to the women in all the aspects of soclaleeconomic

development,

Development of agriculture through collectivisation
was another important priority in the framewerk of Sovict
policy from the standpoint of soclo~ecconomic transfornation,
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1t was only on the basis of the all round development of
industry that the problem of collectivization of agriculture
could be solved, Lenin had once pointed out that %as long
as we live in a small geaaaht country there is a surer
econonic basis in -ﬁﬁsaia for capitalism then socianlism,®

The First Five Yoar Plan had set a modest targot
of 20 per cent collectivization. By the end of January
1920, only 21.6 per ¢ent of peasant households comsisted of
collective famssss But by the middle of 1931, $2.7 per
cent of peasant households had been collectivised, The
proportion had increaged steadily over the next years,
amounting to more than 90 per cez:t in 1936 and 19,9 per
cent in ?9‘#0066

Alanguith the M.qu!.datﬁ.on of kulaks, the collecti«~
visation wos achieved nearly hundred per cent till the end
of 19308+ Of coursc the desired result wag achieved through
the involvement of thousands of sclentific and technical
intolligentsias The agricultural=-technical intelligentsia
conpisted of apgronomists, veterinariens and middle=level
-agricultural persomnal, The total number of agricultural
fechnical personnel involved in the field of ggricultural
developnent wvag 313 thousands in 1926, In 1937 it was
176,0 thousands and in 1939 it was 249,9 thousands.®’

65 Churchward, n. 41 s Do 61u
66 Fainsod, n, ll'al Pe 531:
67 Sea Boris loissner, ne 39, b, 109,
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| The role played by the a@"imlturaintechnieal
intelligentsia was significantly crucisl. In 1937 semie
socialint and socialigt ag?mumre (collective am state
farms) accounted for 98,5 per cent of the value of
agricultural pradu%e emid to tﬁe étaté, wherasas it was only
15 per cent m ‘592&.63 In a Mstorically short-period

the Soviet state had a.aeampltahed the most difficult taak

of ‘rhg proletarian revolution -~ the collectivisation of
agriculture, -

| The reforms brought about in .the field of agriculture
were revolutionary to the extent that they sought to enforce
the foremost institutionsl breask, 'theraby radically altoring
the power structure, présrmugly based on the feudel ethos of
land relations,®® In enforcing the agrarian veforms the
Soviet intelligentslia took historical task of collectivisation
on a war footing. The party hed also turned fts attention

to involve the ‘rural intelligentsis' of teachers and
agronomists in the consalmétwn of Communigt ?az*ty]g The
party intelligentsia jrovided not only tho ideaiag&cal basis
to the'theorettcal fromevork of soclalism in fha Sovict-state,
but algo took the lead in implementing the party progronme

of e‘cgmmic development during the transitional poriod,

68 Churchuard, n, 41, p: 63,
69 Sharma, Bs 7s Ds 1@;_
70 Carr, n, 16, Do 135,
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| The socloweconomic development had created profound
changes in its soclial structure and increased the rate of
sociol @obility., It created an erray of socisl hierarchy.
¥hile the émpleyed'pogulatian became double between 1926 and
1937 the intelligentsia (cfficial, professional and scientific
workers, managers, and clerical workers) were increased nearly
four times, 1Ih some occupations the number of engineers and
architects increased nearly eipht times, and of scientific
workers nearly six t&mae.vi _

‘ Edueation had proved to be the mailn roasd to social

moblility and cultural tranaformation of the vwhole society.
It has proved to be a lever to the social stratification of
the society and elimination of the bourgeois elements, though
some elements did survive till the end of 1930s, The forced
elimination of bourgeois S.n?:elligé’ntm.a had opened the door
far high rate of saeial mn%ility among the working masses,

. The new aacial stratification pattern permit us to
describe the social structure of the Soviet society only in |
rough outlines, The three main groupg - workers, peasantry
and intelligentsia « do not give ug the clear picture of
real 1nte?ﬂcla$a ﬁccial.ﬁhanges into various sub-units and
groups, That needs a deep and thorough study of intere
structural class composition of t&e.three main classes,

Table 5 gives us only a sketchy picture of composition of

7% Bottomore,s n, 2[“; p. 50,
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the Soviet intelllgentsia and workers engaged in their
intellectual pursuits during the histarmally simificant
transﬁ.tional period,
Table 5
COMPOSITION COF ﬂ‘I‘HL SbVIE’i’ iNTELLXGEﬁTSIA AND VORKERS

maam,u IN IN’Y"LLE{:TUAL ACTIVITY (mchewm EMPLOYEES)
’ (In thousands)

| - (cso) N
1o Palitmal and economic leaﬁez‘st 365 - 175 1,0 (1813,4)

As Lecders of state adminiatration,
social organizationg end their

adninisirative unitst 45,2

B, Mmagers of production plants ami
’ their work departmerts o | . 757.0
C. Directors of trade organizationsi 244,9
- D, Directors of supply organiaat&mez 366.3

2. Engineoring and technical parsonne) 225 ({1060,0) 1656,.5
A, Engineers, architects, ete,

(those not plant directors) - 250,0 2473
B, ti&dﬂle»level technical personnel 810,0 1409,2
3. Agricultural-tochnicol personnel 5 (176.0) 294,9
A, Agronomists; vetorinoriens ote, 80,0 $96,8
'B. Hiddle=level apgricultural personnal 96,0 B 1
4, Hedical personnel: | 679.6
A, Physicions {including directors of
medical ingtitutiong)t 57 132.0 152.8

B. liddle-lovel pedical porsonnel: 128 382,0 (527.6)
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Table 5 (contd,)

T

- L
5. Teachers and sclentistas 1553. 1
A, Scientists (including directors
‘of scientific ingtitutes)s [ 80,0 111.6
B, Toachers {including directors of o A
schoals), sport functionariess 381 969,0 441,5
6. Men of letters and cultural leaderst 90  (456,0) (486.3)
A, riters and journalists: 297.0 58
B, Political and adulteeducation § 285
instructors .
C. Artists | | 1590 3.3
7. Planners and bookkecperss 650  (2439,0) 3102,0
A, Dconomists, co@ptrollera; ete,s 822,0 10373
‘B, Rocountants, eto, | 1617.,0-  2064,7
8, Juridicel personnels 27 . 46,0 62,4
9. University students . | 168.,0 550.0'
10,0ther proups smong the intelligentsia
(including the mxlitaryae 575 1550.0
Total "intelligentsia® 2725  9501.0  9643,2
_ Communications (postal service, etc.)t 265,4
Trade and supply (less diroctors)s 1014,9
" Municipal indugtrics and servicess 202,5
Ofgice persomnnel {including burcau heads)t 489,4
Agents and dispatcherss 176.4
Others ~ 2024,6
Total whiteucallar omployeesz - 13821;2“

Sourges Boris neissner.',"' a
{London, 1972),




There was o general decline in the starderd of iiving
thatArgsultéd from the people swelling the clties and |
industrial centres, togother with the oritical shortage of
living quarters, food, consumer goods and public welfare
fasilities. Howover, various steps were taken to improve
soclo-cultural well-being of the people. The efforts were
also made to help imgrdve the geneoral atandard of health of
the people, Table 6 indicates the steps taken by the
government to provide general fagilities for the naszem
provided through 1ibraries, hospltals and recreational contreag,

- Table 6

PRINCIPAL CULTURAL AND HEALTH INDICES

Public Libraries | 16,940 56,119
Library books ( thousands) 43,576 124,480
Overall newspaperg circulations
{ thousands) 6,474 25,156
Film projectors - 4,688 17,646
Hospital beds, exc, military hospitals _
’ { thousands) 179.7 hg2,0
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During the 'fz'mi{t;mnal pericd a significant change
was also discernible in the world outlook of creative and
artistic intelligentsia, The artistic intelligentsia developed
an understanding of indissoluble link between culture and
interests of the Soviet people, The intelligentsia constituted
a direct source of initlative and cultural innovation, The
Soviet intelligentsia exerted major cultural influence upon
the masses that shaped the type of character suited to the
formative phase of reconstrugtion of the Soviet society. The
intelligentsia - "a minority in the 'heroic' mould was nocded
to provide the cutting edge“m for the soclo-ecconomic trans-
formations They were required to combat vigorously all
manifestations of bourgeols ideology, remnants of a private
property psycholopgy and relzx,giaus prejudices of the land-
owming system of the past, The Soviet policy was thus required
to have a "vholesome catalytic influence™ upon the Soviet
social structure and its institutions, "The hard coro of the
policy was to initiate, develop or force through a structural
change in the vast agrarian sector of soclety, because it was
heﬁe that all the major contradictions, social chasms and
growth retarding cultural valueg were houséd.. n73 For the
propsgation of now culture the party had passed a resgolution,
in June 1925, regarding the party policy in the ficld of
literature and ert. K

72 Joshi, n. 31, Pa 5,
73 Sharma, ne 7y ps 217,
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In '592? i:he acadenic theatres of Moscow and Leningrad
staged number of plays representing a new wave of idcological
culture, Soviet drama could not Just bypass the process that
wvore toking place emong the intelligentsia, In a number of
significant works, it represented both the formation of the
nev intelligentsia and the re-orientation of the world outlook
of the old mteliigmteiag'm Alexi Tolstol, spesking at the
conference concerning dramatology in October 1930 paids
Yo are writers of the epoch of the great plan.°75 The
literary fipgures like Gorky, 1mensely influenced the
creative~artistic intelligoentsia, through thelir writings
and speeches delivered at varlous canferences. The
"Proletarian Cultursl Movement® followed during 19305 wao on
innovation of the artistic intelligentsias "The Proletarian
Culture novement sought to gromote culture among the vorkers
and encouraged then fIntelligonteig/ to express themselves
in ar¢, drema, poetry, literature etc. The Proletcaglt
theatre was a vary significant propaganda promoting the
new order on [its] vheols, a76

Cultural novement uprooted tbe age-0ld inhibitions
and constraints of frec enquiry., It affocted the old attitudes

74 g. Fedyukin, Ib

Cited e

75 Ibidu s De 223,
76
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tovards productive activity as a result the intelligent and
energetic people were gradually drawn to participate in the
productive activities of the economic developnent, The
infusion of new ideological cultural values helped to boost
the economic development in a very ghort period of time, ‘
At the same time "it is important" to be noted the impact of
technological, economic and political factors that facilitated
this "cultural reorientation”’! of the Soviet society,

The cultural transformation was decidedly and
comparatively slowver than economic and industrial changc.
The econoumic develomment alongwith industrialization @aa |
accompanied by extensive urbmmization which had created its
own impact on the soclal structure, It was the peasantry
which was forced to move out of the "settled cultural rythen
of soclo~cconomic 1life" and provide a visble workforce to
the industry. The number of c¢ities and towns with over
100,000 population had increased considerably, The population
in these ¢itles and towns roge from 9,5 million in 1926 to
27 million in 1939, It is significent to note that from
1926 to 1939, some 24,4 millian peasants moved into the
citiea,;?s This meant generally the pf@lct’:ization of the
pea'saim'y not only in the c¢ity but also in the country,

7? JOBhip | £ 99 31; Pe 550
78 Boris HMelssner, ne 39, ps 57+
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The foregoing explanation reveals that the formldablo
trangition pariag; was historically significant from the stand-
point of soclo-economic changes alongwith the acﬂ&eﬁement of
socialigation of the intelligentsia vhich in turn proved to be
a viable miding force for a total change. The total change
could be achlieved through the imaginatively drawm educational
end cultural policies, besides accelerating economic
developmont by introducing structural’ reforms and institu-
tional wans-tcrma%ﬁ.m in the saciety;

Stalin in his speech "On the Draft Constitution of
the USSR", delivered to the Extraordinary Sth Congress of
Soviets on 25 November 1936 observed that "Our intelligentsia
is an entii'ely now intelligentsia,..slde by side wvith the
vorkers and peasants...it 15 engaged in building the new
¢classlose socialist soclioty. n79 |

Obvicusly the Harxist-Leninist ideology of socialism
was the innovative force in destroying the old model of
backwvard, a semi-feudal society inherited from the Tsarist
regime, The ideology had proved to be significantly instru-
mental in the soclo-eccmomié trangformation and cultural
reorientation, The old institutional barriers to socio-
economic transformation were rooted out from the social solil.
The soclal mobili.t& and dynamiem were ellowved to operate
along the ideoclogical transformation during the transition

79 S’t&lm’ N. w: P 263,



158

period. The ideology elso remained significantly instrumental
in atﬂ*ac:f:.ng and re-cducating the bourgeocis intelligentsia
alongwith the creation of cadres of socialiet intelligentsia
during the transition period, The emergence of new Soviot
intelligontsia provided a multitude of specialist cafres in
all areas of economy; science, technology and cultural affairs.
It provided a work-force, to create a new set of governmental
apparatis, to restore and further develop the new productive
apparatus, end to give a value structure to the Soviet
society, The vhole force of Soviet intelligentsia was nade
to operationalize the restruration of the society. In

fact the restructuration of new Soviet soclety would not
‘have been accomplished without the operationalization of the
potentialities of the intelligentsia vho signified, as
Trotsky put 1%, “nation's national resourcea®,

wEne
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