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INTRCDUCTICR



In this study an attempt has been made to

examine the social structure and social mobility

in the USSR, At a more analytical level, it is
proposed to examine structural changes and structural
" developments in the USSR, The study begins with &
discussion of the theoretical models of studying

the social structure both from the Marxist and

liberal perspectives , Afﬁer giving 2 brief account
of the evolution of the concept in the history

of ideas, The basic thrust of the present exercise

has been to evaluate Soviet performance in building

new type of social structure, The evaluation is
done from~£hé Marxist perspective, since the Soviet

state has accepted Marxism as the perspective on

the basis of which the society is to be cconstructed,
The interrelated questions regarding social stratification

and social mobility and sccial inequalities are also
"dealt with in the undertaken study, though théy

are not given detsiled treatment.

The Soviet experience towards building & new



socdal structure and in elimtnatihg thek%gnaittics and
©1ld social structure in the initial stage of socialist
cbﬁStzncxion encountered a. number of problems which
varried from the hostilitv of the former exploiting
classes to the resistance from the peasantry and other
petty-bourgeoise sections, It has been constantly
agreed in this study that inspite of varijous draw :acks,
the Soviet efforts were on the whole in line with

the iGeological frame cf the Marxian model, Tt had
made remarkable achievements along with several
limitations which were largely the outcome of
historical circumstances. Indeed stratification is
relatively more popular topic among Soviet sociologists
than American sociologists, Certain new social
problems (disproportions) bearing'on stratification

and mobility appeared in Soviet society in 1960's

the period which also witnessed the coming of the

Scientific and Technological Revolution (STR),

Though the study is based on the Marxist
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ﬁethod of analysis, its scurces are nct confined
to beoks and articles written with the-Marxist.approach
or to Soviet sources only. .In _fect scme of its
important findings are derived from the works of

Western scholars.

This study has been devided into three
‘chapters and a conclusion. The first chapter seeks
to analysevhistoriéal development of the ccncept
of 'Sccial Structure' anrd thezéiffereﬂées between

liberal and Marxian concept of social structure,

The second chapter deals with structural
changes in the USSR after the Bolshevik revolution,

It also seeks to examine shortccomings in the initial

stages.

The next chapter is directly concerned with
the subjecf matter, which deals with socio-class
differences, and develorment of new classes and also

deals with social ﬁomogenity in the Soviet society.



The methodclogy followed in this study is
mainly historicasl analytical based on the data

contained in Primery and Secordary sotrces.



A THEORETICAL FRAMEWCE]




Social structure is a basic concept in sociological
analysis, There are indeed conflicting perceptions of what
constitutes & social structure. Herbert Spencer was the
first thinker ¢o throw light on the Structures of a society.
Howewver, iis perception was largely partial, Likewise
Durkifi® alsc made a futile attempt to define parameters of
the comcept, Let us examine various perceptions of social
Structure.

S.F. Nadel in his analysis of social structure
nsainta:i:sﬁ:: “We arrive at the structure of a society through
abstracting from the concrete population, and its behawviou¥,
the pattern or net work (or system) of relationship obtaining
between actors in their cepacity of playing roles relative
to one another® .1’ Nadel seeks to explain that structure refers
to a difinable articulation, an ordered arrangement of parts,
It is related tc outer aspect, or the framework of a soceity
and is totally unconcerned with the functional aspect of a
slociety. Thus he emphasizes that the sécial structure refers

to the network of social relationships which emerge in the

1, S.F. Nodels, The theory of social structure (London, 1969),
Pel12, -



process of human interaction based on status heirarchy, etc.,
Nadel therefore maintains that structure indicates an ordered
arrangement of parts which can be treated as transportable,
being relatively invarient while the parts themselves are
available Tolcolt Parsons another noted soc ialogist analysed
social structure in the following terms “Social structure is
a term applied to the particular arrangement of the inter-
related institutions, agencies and social patterns as well

as the status and roles which each person assumes in the

e 2
group”.

Tolcott Parsons has .tried to explain the concept of
social structure in an abstract form, All the units of
s:otiai strvcture, i.e, institutions, agencies, social patterns,
status, and roles are invisible and intangible and hence
are abstract, He has emphasized that the status and roles
of individuals are determined by customs, traditions and
conventions of society. These statuses give birth to differenti
institutions, agencies and patterns., All these when inter-
related and organised in a particular manner build the social
structure of society, Social structure is concerned with
forms of inter-relationships between these units rather than

o~

2. Parsons “Talcotf Essays_in Sociological theory, Revs, ed.,
(New Delhi), p.84




with the units, These units constitute scciety., The
ordered arrangeﬁent.seen'betweea these units is social

structure, Talcott Parsoms has described four types of
social structure, His classificetion is based on four

social values: Universalistic social values, Particularistic

social values, achieved social values and ascribed social

values,

Universal social values are those which are found
almost in every society and are applicable to ewerybkody.1
ParticulariStic-social values are the features of p&riicuiar
societies and those differ from society to society. Social
structire is the web of interacting social forces from |
which have arlisen various modes of observing and thinking.l
Social structure is concerned with the principle forms of
zpcial organization, i.e., types of groups, associations

~and institutions, and the complex of these constitute _

society.3

The components of social structure are human beings

and the structure'itself being an arrangement of persons,

3. Ginsburg, Reason and unreason in society, (Lo on, 1962),

p.18° . A




The various modes of grouping together comprise the complex
pattern of social structure. In the analysis of the social

Structure the rcle of diverse attitudes and interests afg

revealed.4

Apparantly what is centrsl tc all these perceptioﬁs
is the idea that social structure is an abstract phénomeéon,
which refers to the external aspect of a-society., Its |
units are groups, institutions, associations and organizations.
When men relate themselves to each other, they establish }
structural forms, Social structure is thus made up of thése
structural forms, which are arranged in an interrelated way\
to enable the séciety to function through these structuralx

|

units, Institutions, associations, groups, organizations :
community are parts of social structure, institutions

through which it functions., The meaning of social structufp
can easily understood if we take the example of an organic |
structure known as body, which is an arrangement of differe@t
parts, The body works through these parts which are 1nter-}

dependent and inter-related., Though the parts of organic

4, Maclver and Page, Society an introductory analysis
ra

MadrsS ; p.212 Macmillan (1986) Vi



structure are the same in every case, yet the forms' of
organic structure of the people differs, That is té say

thst every social structure has a family, religion,:political
organization, economic institutions lgﬁﬁ area etc, iHowever,

concrete forms of social structure are not identical.

l

Harry M, Johnson writes, "The structure of aﬁything
consists of the relatively stable inter-relationshi§§ among
its parts; moreover, the term ‘'part' itself implies é
certain degree of stability. Since a social system is
composed of the inter-related acts of people, its st%ucture
must be sought in some degree of regularity or recurrence

5
ese acts",

5

in

Thus according to Johnson £he term 'structure{ itself
is a pattern of stability, which is created by the iﬁter-
relation of the parts, These parts are the groups and sub-
groups of society, He does'not mean by stability tha%
there ié no change at all in the stfucture, but actually

he means that it is éomparatively'stable. For examplé,

S. Johnson, H.M., Sog;plgﬁx, A_Systematic introduction ed.,
by Robertem K Marton, Bombay; Allied 1973.




the structure of community consists of institutions ard
associations which in turn consists of human beings, Evefyy
human being is alloted a particular status and role to
perform. With the death of the individual there is no change
in the status and role itself, The new incumbent who
Succeeds the deceased person is again to perform the same
role in the same status. Thus the status and the role are |
relatively stable whiéh in turn make the structure stable.
Among the constituent parts of social structure Johnson
includes groups, sub=-groups, roles regulative norms and

cultural values,

v

There is broad concensus in all the cases that
Sstructure means essentially the inter-relation arrangement

of parts in some total entity, or a whole and that the
ad jective 'social' specifies the character of that ‘whole’
which 1is society or any of its sub-divisions excluding |

culture,

Indeed, the economic, political and other structures

of society may be viewed as various rather different aspects

!
of its social structure, The Marxist approach, on the other

i
£
£

AT

60 NOdel. n.I, p.4



hand, to social development reveals the determining role

of the system of economic relations, i.e.: the economic

structure, in relation to cther social structures, noting
simultaneously the significance of the reverse influence
oﬁ(ﬁ@iter on the economic structure. The relations which
determine the functioning of separate spheres or institutions

- of societal life constitute the social structure of production,

politics, science, leasure and so on, Finally, social

Structure more precisely, social composition - in terms of
the distribution and quantitative inter-relations of classes,
of social groups, as well as of strata, professional cultural
and other groups can be correctly understcod :

~only in conjunction with
the inter-relations of appropriate institutions spheres of

society and types of division of labour, i.e. only through

the social structure of society as a whole.7

The social structure of a society may be considered

on three_plaé?sz first the functional plane, i.é. as an -

7+ Se.F. Nadel, The theory of social structure (London, 1969),
Also see in A, Levadu Social Structure" in Murray Yanowitch
Wesley A, Fisher. ed., Social Stratification and Mobilitv i

the USSR (New York, 1973), p.d




ordered system of framework of social activity, ensuring
the functioning and development of a particular whole; the
units of analysis in this case are distinct spheres of the .
social division of labour and social institutions:
Secondly, the organizational plane, i.e. as a system of
relations forming different types of social grbups, character-
istic of a given social system; the units of analysis in

tﬁis case are collective, organizations and their structural
elements and finally as a system of orientation of social
action (collective and individual) the units of analysis

in such an approach to social structure and elements of

social action are roles, goals and means motives and stimuli,
norms and standards, programmes and their elements etc,

All these aﬁproaches to the social structure of a society

may be considered as different cross sections which complement
each other, each of them permits theoretical and empiqgcal
analysis, although the degree and forms of their correspondenc

to each other are not alike and make fundamental differences.E

The main ccncern of western sociology, i.e. structural




and functional sociology hes been the actions of individuals
and collectives (rulers, armies etc), Action has an orﬁentati<
when it is guided by the meaning which the actor attachés

to it in its relationship to his goals and interests,9 .

That orgénised sector of an actor's orientation which
constitutes and definés his participation in an 1nteractﬁve
process is the "role", It is the "role" which is the ‘
most significant variable of social structure.lo Roles
differ in their specific goals and cognative orientations and
signifyAthe need - disposition of different individual actors
to social or non-social objects, and on the basis of whiéh
they interact with each other and with the social 3ystemi

as a whole. The social system allocates facilities and
rewards, i.e, power, prestige and income tofulfil the neéd-
disposition of actors playing different roles. Since the#e
facilities and rewards are scarcer in society, it is 1

allocated in different amount to the actors and thus

ensures the system of social stratification. ;

9. TolcottParsons and Edward A, Shils, ed., Towards General
Theory of Action (New Yrok, 1962), p.4. ‘

10, Ibia., p.23-

11, Ibid., pp. 196
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ecessee the structure of @ society through abstracting from
the concrete population and its behaviour the pattern or
network {or ‘system') of relationships obtaining between

actors in their capacity of playing roles relative to one

another”glz

According to the structural functional approach,
societies and organised units within societies, i.e., groués,
associatinns,‘institutions etc., have a structure, or can |
be regerﬁeﬁvas units displaying a structure, A structure
essentfally incorporates not only its parts, but also the
mechanism of inter-relationship of its parts. In the
Structural analysis the basic unit is the "role”, i.e. a

complex of behaviour expectations which are associated

with a given social position or status, the human individual

in the fullness of his expressions figures only as an
The

incumbent of such position and "player" of a role.
rélation between roles and their agglomerations around
certain institutional spheres (occupation, education,
family politics etc.) are expressed by the concept of

function, thst is to say, by their latent or expiicit

12, Nodel, n.I, p.l12,
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(manifest) consequences for the functioning of the
total structure. Thus, the structure of a scciety, in
such an approach, presents itself in its most formal
aspects as a functional system the units of which are

social roles and rcle sets.13

Marxism on the other hand demonstrates the
connection of social classes.14 With a particular phase
of the development of production and consequently reveals
the functional structure (the division of labour and
private property) which serves as the basis of the
existence of the corresponding social grcups., This also
makes its possible to approach scientifically both the
organizational structure of a society and social |

action.ls

Since Marx’s main concern was social change,
the category ¢f social structure therefore was no more

than a tool to tackle this problem; his theory of

13,Rolf Dahrendorf, Class and Class Conflict in industrial
society (London and Henley, 1976), p.120,

14,V.1. Lenin, A Great Beginning Collected Works (Moscow, 1965)
Vol.29, p.421, ‘

i5.Levada, n,8, p.4



class‘was_not a theory of a cEG83 _ section of society
arrested in time; in particuiar. not a théory of social
stratification but a tool for the explanation of changes’
in total societies, "In elaborating and applying his
theory of class, Marx was not guided by the question
‘How does a given society in fact look at a given

point of time' Lut by the question 'How does the structure
of a society change?'16 For nim the concept of class
was not static but '‘dynamic’ nct ‘descriptive’ but
‘analytical', He was mainly concerned with the analysis
of certain laws of social development and of the forces

involved in this proce-ss.17

_ Mafxist cenception of social structure is dichotomic
a generalization for the whole societyof- am asymmetric 2
relation " in which one éide is priviledged at the expense
of the other; society is divided into two correlative

~and diametrically orposed classes in such a way that each

16, Dahrendorf, n.i3, p.l9,

17. Ibid.

18, This asymmetric relation can assume forms: First the
relation,



of them iélcharacterized by the reiation of its

members to the members of the opposed c:lass.19 This
dichotomic division of society applies to slave-owning
society, feudal society, capitaiiét society and even
socialist sociéty but does not apply to primitive
communal or communist society:; since in the last two
societies there is no private property and hence no
exploitative division of labour ~ collective': ownership
of the means of production and an egalitarian distribution

of products prevail,

While analysing a division based on the relztions
of ownership, i.e. rich and poor, the dichotomy usually
clashes with the fact that there are gra%%gtion of wealth
with a whole range of intermediate position, Similarly,
&state or caste privileges are taken as the principle
of diwvision, the clash with reality is apparant everywhere
where the estate or caste hierarchy is not confined to
the division between free men and slaves or between nobles

and the ordinary people.20

i9, Ibid,
20, Ibid., p.32
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In the Marxian conception of social classes,
viewed as groups determined by their relation to the
means of production, there are three criteria of a
dichotomic division, Two of them are particularly
' important; First, the ownership or non-ownership of
the means of production; and secondly, the employment
or non-employment of 2 hired labour force., The overlapping
of these two criteria leads to, what Ossowski calls, a
three-ﬁier.system, through the SQ?aration of the-clasé
of those who own the means of production but do not
employ hired labour and work themselves on it. This
overlapping is not alien to Marxism. 1In any society
characterized by oppression and exploitation of one
class by another, the dominant autagonistic relation
tends to ccnceal to the exist-ence of the other groups
and other conflicts from the major oppressed class,
Thus for the serf, scciety is composed, above all,
of lafds and serfs, for the industrial worker, it
is coﬁposed of workers ard capitalists, In order to
emphasis those aspects of soc.ial structure that are \
most imﬁortant from a class perspective, the knowledge

of existence of other groups is pushed on to the margin
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of awaréness.21 While noting the insignificance of the

differentiation of a hierarchy of privileged classes

from the view-point of the lowest class Engels wrote:
In speaking of the bourgeoise I include the
so-called aristocracy for this is a privileged
class, as aristocracy, only in contrast with
the proletafiat. The proletarian sees in both
only the property - holders, i,e,, the
bourgecise, Before the privilege of property
all other privileges vanish.2

Moredver,'in the periods of class-struggle,
emphasis on the dichotomic conceptions of social
structure and overlooking of the intermediate position
betweén the two conterxding classes "becomes an important
propaganda factor for those whose Strategy is best suited
by the stressing of single front line“.23' While taking
into account the contemporary reality of intermediate

groups, Marx and Engels also postulated the polarization

21. Ibido’ ppg 33-34.

22, F, Engels, "The Conditicns of the Working Class in England”,
in K, Marx & F, Engels On Britain {Moscow, 1953), pp.310-11,
cited in Ossowski, n.18, 34-35,

23, Ossowski, n.,18, pp.34-35,
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of society in two classes as the outcome of further
historical development, This also reinforced their
dichotomic image of society in an era of class struggle,
Besides, in Marxist-concepfion, which regards the
diametrically opposed classes as the main component

of social structure, the intermediate classes are leSS
important and less enduring due to the fact that it is
a typically marginal class and in course of sharp confliétzg
it must join with one or other of the two opposite
ciasses. Its existence therefore doces not deprive

the social structure of its dicﬁotomic character but

only blunts its,sharpness.z4

" The alternative to this dichotomic conception of
social structure, i.e., the gradation of social groups on the
" basis of wealth, the amount of property or the size of
a person's share in the national income, or the educational
gualifijcation does not provide any scientific enguiry

into social structure and obli£erates the basic units

of social forces in it,

24. Ibid. rl po39 .



Marxist Approach to Socjial Structure under Socialisms

In Marxist theory, the social structure of a
socialist society is not marked by the absence of claéses
or strata. The social inequality that persists
during the stage of socialism is a 'legacy’ from
autagonistic social orders, Because of social nature
of property, the equality of all members in reildation
to the means ofzproduction, the equality in leadership
functions, amd the community of basic economic interests,
there ére no aﬂtipodal or atltagonistic social groups
in a socialist society., However, differences still
remain (a) in relation to socialist propetty, associated
with its existence in two principal forms (this is
the chief basis for residual sccial differences
between the working class and the collective farm
peasantry), amd (b) in the degree of utilization
of property (this is the basis for differences under
socialism between workers of differing skills and

complexity of labour, between personnel in mental and



manual labour, between urban and rural residents);zs

Since differences of the first type - in relation
to the méans of production - are not inherent, in the
first phase of communism they are overcome more rapidly
than differences of the second type, which are conditioned
by an unequal degree of actual utilization of property

and which persist considerably longer{26

The totality of such socio-economic differences
characterizes that system of social relationship which
is reproduced on thé basis of socialist production
relations, but which is developing in the 'direction of
,thé gradual elemination of these differences, In long
run, differences between mental and manual worker,
difference between town and country will disappear,

When socialism liquidates private prope=rty, it eliminates
the consequences of private prOpertyz;ﬂtagonistic

classes,

——_——————

25, 0.I. Shkaratan, Sources of social differentiation of the
working class in Soviet society, In Yanowitch and Fisher,

n.7, p.10,
26, Ibid.
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Distinction Between the two Approaches:

In opposition to structural -~ functionalism
the Marxist theory of classes provides a genuid&ly
scientific basis for understanding the social structure
of any society and all the process of its change,
including social mobility. The essential differences

between these two approaches can be formulated as

follows:

First of all, Marxist sociology, according to
the principle of dialectics,examines a society not
abstractly but as a'historically evolved, qualitatively
dgfinite type of society. Although certain general
laks of social development operating af.all stages of
historical progress among all the people of the earth
can be discovered, the social structure of every
social order is distinct from the proceeding and
following ones and,ltherefore. its specific features
must be revealed., In contrast to this, the attempt

of the functionalist to divide every society into the



same layers (‘S¢rata') indépendéntly of the érevailing
socio-economic order cannot be regarded as scientific,.
Thus the social - class structure of capitalist and
socialist societies are fundamentally different and
hence, all arguments concernin§ their "increasing

similarity", or "convergence", and the like, must be

'rejected.27

Second, in analysing social structure, scientific
sociology bases itself on the materialist conception
of social life, Lenin wrote that a basic idéa of
Marx and Engels was that social relations are divided
into material and ideological relations. The latter
represent only a super-structure relative to the
former, which are formed the will and consciousness of
human beingS.....s, Therefore, in studying the division
of 'society into social groups, the foundation of this

division must be sought in differences in their economic

27, M.N. Rutkevich and F.R. Filippov, Principles of the
Marxist approach to social structure and social
mobility, in Yanowitch and Fishev, n.,7, pp. 229-30,
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p-osit:l.on.z'8 The Marxist theory of classes is based

!
on the materialist conception of the development of
society as an objective or, in Marx's expression,

" "natural-historical process"®,

In contract to this, the prevailing notion

in current bourgeoise sociology is that the position
' |

of individuals is determined by a "status hierarchy”

and that this depends on the “scale of values” in

a\|
ag-
O
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¢
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the given society, viewing these "values"” particulaqu

Prestige, as criteria of social status bourgecise

TH -

sociologists derive the social division of society
from manifestations of consciousness, Public Opinion}
!

etc 029

Along with the concept of ‘status' the functioOmal
sociolcgists introduced the concept of "social roles®
which are varied in their totality determine the position
of the individual in a society. The social rcle of £be

. :
i
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29. 1Ibid,
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individual is essentially his function in society,

and this respect, therefore, the argument contains an
element of truth, But Bourgeoise sociologists

inject ecleticism and -sab-jectivism in tc their “role
theory". In the first place they treated social role
su&-}ectively divorcing it from objective social
position and the functions associated with it, Secordly,
in studying the multiplicity of ‘rcles® they do not
distinguish the principal role lfunction) at all, or
distinguish it arbitarily. 1In reality, among the
variety of functicns or roles, there exists a basic
function or role which is determined by the objective
position of the individual and of the'group-of which

he is a member in the system of economic relations.30

According to Marxist scciological apprcach toc social
strvcture the main differences in position in the
system as economic relations are essentially differences

between social classes, Hence class composition and

30. Ibid.



class relations determine the principal features of
social structure of society, and thus, the functions of
groups and the individuals in them, as well as the totality

of 'roles’ belonging to them.31

Thirdly, in elucidating the social structure
Marxist scciology and bourgeoise‘sociology differ in
their approach to economic characteristics. This is
particularly important to consider, since along with
such features of social division as prestige, power,
and education, the works of bourgeoise sociologi sts
and eccnomists assign a rcle to such objective eccnomic
features as income level and occupation. The é}ecticism
inherent in bourgeoise sociology is manifested in the

" fact that all these features {(and frequently many others -

for example religion, ethnic background, etc,) are examined
in parallel, without elucidating their internal connections.
If the inter ccnnection between any two factors is
examined, for example, income apd education it is done

in pureiy empirical terms.32

31, Ibid, 234,

32, Ibid., p.232.
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The outlines of actual American class
structure that emerge from the inequality of income,
wealth and economic power, "Kolko states that the
characterizing ‘class' one must also consider, cultural,
racial and ofher factors. In many‘studies, he
asserted the latter ‘overshadow' the economic basis
of class. Bourgeoise sociologists gave importance to
concepts like, power, prestige, culture, they did

not give much importance to the economic factor.

In the light of above we may argue that the
Marxién arproach to social structure 1is more wholesome,
It gives us a greater insight into functional mechanism

of a system, &s also its dynamic evolution,

Social Mobility:

2 fundamental characteristic of systems of
stratification is the extent to which they are open
or rigid. How much opportunity is there to move from
one position to another in a sqciety? The study of

such movement - the reasons or sources, the patterns,



and the consegquences is the study of social mobility.33
Like social structure we can eléboréte what

are the common features and specific character of

social mobility in a socialist society as compared to

capitalist society, The common features are conditioned

by the fact that capitalism and socialism coexist in

our epoch and are at approxima£ely the same level - of

development of productive forces, and thus can not help

but have common features.>: However, despite egual

of their productive

level approximately of developme:
forces. these two social formations are fundamgntally
differént as regards the nature of their economic and
therefore, all other social relations. From this theke
also follow’fundamental differences in the nature anrd

results of the process of social mobility,

33, Melvin M, Tumin, Social Stratification forms and functions
of unequally prentice-Hall of India Pvt, Ltd. (N, Delhi,
1981), p.87.

34, M.N, Rutkewich A.N. Philipov, n.27, p.234



In a perfactly open society everyone's chance to
locate the position most suitable for laws is edjal,
~restricted only by his relative suitability and preference
for the position, Moreover, suitability for a particular
taskx is a function of native talent alone, Neither birth,
father's position nor differential access to training
or metivation would in any way impede the free flow of
persons into their most suitable circles. This type of
open Society we can find in socialist countries, Where-
as in capitalist societies social structure is frozen
so that once individuals are assigned to a place, usually
at birth, they are unable to advance, for instance, as in
caste system in India or House of Lords in Londonrwﬁgre
they get their status at their birth, these two are example

for the closed society.

Social mobility is obviously a cqmplex phenomencon,
for addition to the three directions in which movement
can take place, there in the dimension of time.That is
change can occur from one generation to another (intergene-

rational mobility) or within one generation (intn®generational



mobility) or one can be concerned with the amount
of time, inter or intragenerational, that it takes for

persons to move from one set of position to another,

A third dimention by which systems of mobility
in the context or institution in which mobility occurs,
Here refers to occupational or educational mobility,
mobility in general evo_h:tio-n ' |

A forth aspect is the unit of mecbility individuals,
famili-es, groups, state or whole society35 all of
these units, as well as culture are the proper objects
of study ian the Soviet union wevcan find fééth types of

mobility, where whole society intensified great

mobility.

In a socialist soéiety, as a result of fundamental
changes in the social class structure, most of the real
barriers to social mobility must disappear., The

character and social consequences of mobility change

35, Melvin M, Tumin, n.,33, p.88



gqualitatively, and finally, the nature of the

stimuli which impel people to change their social
position also changes, For the first time this
mobility becomes one of the forms of gradual e{ﬁmination

of social differences,

But certain features, conditioned by level of
material production, create a number of similar tendencies
in social mobility, Demographic process also exercise
a similar influence on social mobility, the decline
in birth rates associated with the growth of the urban
population and the employment of woﬁen in production, the
increase in the average length of life and the change
in the rate of ‘retation® associated with this 1.e. the
renewal of employed_personnel in different fields of
activity. Social mobility of youth umder both capitalism
and socialism is affected by the inevetable léngthening
of the training period for work associated with scientific
technical progresses, The theory of convergence of
capitalism and socialism, are the ideas of a common
in§ustr1al society and the like speculated precisely on
these common features,.stndionsl§ avoiding and igmoring
- the fundamental differences betWeen capitalism and socialsm

including the differences in the process of social mobility,
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The conceptual reproduction of Soviet social
reality is perhaps inconceivable without a refqoling’
of thé concgptual instrument of analysis, A meaningful
sociological balance-sheet of Soviet social system
is eminently comceivable 6nly withih the conceptual
framework of Mérxism - Leninism, which must not be
viewed only as a doctrine that merely serves the
nefarious ends of ‘Propaganda', It is imperatively
important because 1t}sets the conceptual framework,
with quite a sophisticated logic, of Soviet Weltanschanng,
which obwiously has been the guiding force in the long
process of reconstruction of society. Any meaningful
work on Soviet society is possible only within the
framework of a clear understanding of Marxist - Leninist
theory, which will have the merit of 'Knowing and
anderstanding' the system from within, FSo we can say
more useful and productive discussion can be facilitated
on the basis of, or rather within the conceptual frame-
work of Marxigg sociology, It will be our special
endeavour to trace the ideological and the historicél
roots of socio-economic structures, and the variables
of Soviet policy designed to change ihe imperatives of

the social system inherited from the past,
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ORIGIN AND GROWTH OF THE SOCIAL STRUCTURE

IN THE TRANSITION PERIOD ( 1917 - 1940 )
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While studying the problem of genesis and
evolution of social sﬁructure in the SovietAsociety
it is necessary to have a searching lbok at the historical
background with a view to comprehending the nature and

scope of social change in the Soviet period.

The late nineteenth and early twentieth century
Russia was an amalgam of feudal and capitalist modes
of production, The nobility and serfs played a major
role in agriculture and the whole nobility was dependent
upon the Tsar who used to rule by divine rights. As
the followiné tables reveal, the land was mainly

monopolized by nobility,

Table -~ 1

Division of Labour in 1905

No., of Owners Million Average ofland
(in Millions) Desyantin per owner
land (Des-
yatin=2,6
acres)
Poorest Peasantry 10.5 75.0 7.0
Middle Peasantry 1.0 15,0 15,0
Rich Peasantry &
Medium Estates 1.5 70,0 46.7
Big land owners estates
appange crown land industrial
& marcantilé capital 0.03 7.0 2333,0
Not divided in group - 50,0 -
Total 13,03 280,0 21,1

Source: Alexander Baykov: The Development of the Soviet
Economic ®ystem (Cambridge, 1970), pp.13-15,



_ The nineteenth century Russian state was in fact
noted fof its social and political backwardnéss, though
several reforms like emancipation of serfs in 1861 and
Stolypin - Reforms.(1906-1911) were implemented, But
they were too late and toé inadequate to introduce some
significant changes in the agrarian relations, While
the forces like the Renaissance, the reformation and
cencepts of constitutional monarchy and parliamentary
democracy Were shaping the future of Europe, Tsarist
Russia was not at all touched by these currents of
change., The capitalist mode of production was present
in embroynic form. Indigenous capitalist class was
very weak, In the iate nineteenth century much industry
was either formally government owned and controlled
or foreign owned and subsidized by the states.1
The task of industrial growth in pre-revolutionary

Russia, this was entirely undgrtaken4by state with the

1, David Lane: The end of inequality: Stratification under
State Socialism: (Penguine, 1971), p.17.




collaboration of foreign bourgeoise. However,

inspite of the average annual rate of gbowth of
industrial output being as high as compared to

any capitalist country of the world, Russian agriculture

remained semi-fenday and backward,

Table - III

Average annual rate of growth of industrial output.

(Per cent )

Period Russia - USA UK Germany
1890-1899 8.03 5.47 1,80 5.44
1907-1913 6.25 3.52 2,72 3.90

Source: A, Gerschenkron: The rate of growth in Russia,

The Journal of Economic History, Vol.7, Supplement,

P.156.
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The entire countryside, as Lenin arguéd,
was in the grip of big land lords. The rich 10 per
cent of peasant households, on an average possessing
more than 20 dessiatius (about 55 acres), owned about
35 per cent of all land;2 A vast majority of the
rural population depended on the big land-lofds, who

enjoyed the highest prestige and status.,

In short, to quote Lenin, Russian economy
ccmbined a very backward agriculture and avery
primitive village with a very advanced industrial

and financial capitalism.3

Russia was therefore politically4, and econc‘xz-xical.ly'5

backward as compared to other west European countries,

2, Maurice Dobb, Soviet Economic Development Since 1917
(London, Routledge, %966/, p.43.

3. Lenin, V.I., Collected Works, Vol.20, p.S7C.

4, Robert Munting: The Economic Development of the USSR,
(London, Croom-Halm 1982), p.26. :

5. Alec Wove: An economic history of the USSR,(Middlesex,
1972), p.l6.
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characterized by rigid autocracy coupled with feudal
agrarianbrelations.‘ The pre-revolutionary soviet society
was rigidly stratified by rank and status in the form

of estate system, the following table illustrates the

pre-revolution social structure.

Class Composition in the year 1913

Class Numerical breakdown Percentage
{Millions) breakdown
Employees 4.8 3.0
Workers 22,3 14,0
Individual Peasants 106,2 - ‘ 66,7

& FPreecraftsmen

Bourgeoise Landowners 25,9 16.3
traders & Kulaks.

Sources M, Mathew: Class and Society in Soviet Union (London,

Penguine, 1972), p.35.

Some occupational groups like wage labourers and

intelligentsia were emerging though very slowly., 1In
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the place of earlier two major classes noble men and
serfs, workers, bourgeoise, intellegentsia, were

beginning to appear on social scene,

Table -

Growth of Working Class, Russia, 1860-1913,

Year Estimated Population Industrial Workers as per-
(0005) workers centage of total
(0005 population,
1860 74,120 565 0,76
1900 131,710 1592 1,28
1913 161,723 ' 2282 1,41

Source: Frank Lorimev: The Population of Soviet Union,
(Geneva, 1946), p.

6. L. Trotsky: The History of Russian Revolution (trans.),
(London, 1934), p.33.



To summarize, on the eve of the revolution of
1917, Russia found herself despite the dominance of
agricultural economy, moviﬁg towards social change,
The backwardness of Russia in contrast to socio-economic
order in contemporary west-Europe was rooted mainly in
the century long absence of bourgeoise and in the

equally long continuence of peasant serfdom,

Thus the development of capitalism and state
capitalism in particular within the feudal structure

was a peculiar feature of Soviet society.

Social inequalities in various possible forms
were very much present in pre-revolutionary Russia,
Apart from unevenveconomic development, two major classes
formed bi-polar social scenario., The exploitation of

peasantry by nobility received state sanction because it

7. Boryis Meissnev(ed.), Social change in Soviet Union (trans.
(Notredme 1972), p.20.
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was actually subject to the effective controls of the
nobility, Thus income differentials, class distinctions,
status hierarchy, etc. were bound to exist in a feudal
society experienciﬁg gradual disintegration and combining

therefore, the elements of stagnation and change.8

After the Bolshavik Revolutionvland was
nationalized and was given rentfree to peasants, The
redistribution of land through the decree of January
1912 was a major step towardé minimizing differentiation
in social structure., All industrial, fimancial and
trade enterprises were raticnalised, The decres on workers
control led to several factcries being taken over by
workers, In December 1620, nationalization was extended
tc any enterprise employing more than ten workers using
no mechanical power, The declaration of the rights of

the people of Russia proclaimed the equality and sovereignty

8. V.I. Lenin, The Develcpment of Capitalism in Russia,
(Moscow F C P W, 195%6),




of_all people of the country, their right to freeb
self-determination and the aboiitioh of all national
privileges, thé free development of all national
minorities and ethnographic groups, Lenin also
devised the poliéies to liquidable the privileded
classes of pre-revolutionary Russia, A severe attack
was launched on the land lords and capitalists,
Senior bureaucrats were dismissed, the members of
previous ruling class were deprived of civic rights
and position, privileges, salaries, etc, were abolished,
Women were given equal legal rights, the educational
system was designed to reduce the social division

between manual and mental work.

During the nine months following October
revclution, more than 950 decrers9 were issued which
in themselves show the vital processes of social

transformation directed towards an egalitarian society

9. Yuni Akxhapkin: First Decrees of Soviet Power (Lawrance
and Wishart, 1970),




under the leadership of Lenin, The decree of land
resulted 1in the revolutionary transformation of agrarian
relationships when land was handed over to the peasantry,
The state-machinery along with the previous ruling

class was destroyed., Production and distribution were
placed under workers ccntrol and division of society
into estates was abolished, Laws were also made to
ensure the protection of labour, regulations of wages,
alimination of unemployment and sickness allowance,

The educaticnal system was macde uniform with due
emphasis owver physical and non-manual training so

that the common differentiations between mental and

manual labour can be eliminated from the very'beginning.

The main thrust of planned equalitarianism
was to effect a revolutionary change in the social
structure by way cof declassing the possessive classes
and also through the minimization of wage differences
so that re-emergernce of inequalities could be prevented,

‘Complete equality' was notwand could not be a Bolshevik
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aim during the years following the revolution but what
Lenin wanted was to ensure the rule 6f the proletariat
in order to prepare the background of socialist

construction,

Even the wage differentials were narrowed
down to a large extent in the initial years of war
communism in 1919, the official wage ratio between

.the highest and lowest grades of manual workers was
io0

5

1,754 .

(94

In this process the prerevolutionary class
structure of soviet society was largely destroyed,
partly during the phase of revolutionary turmoil
and partly as a result of councious design, The
class s+tructure and the stratification pattern of
Soviet society was radically modified with the

expropriation of landed estates, the nationalization

10, A, Bergoson: The Structure of Soviet Wages: A Study in
Socialist Economies, (Harvard University Press,
1944), p.l182,




of industry etc, These measures significantly restricted
the socio-economic scope of reproduction of the cld,
prerevolutionary social structure, However, the class
wcritage in the immediate post revolutionary period

was relatively durable in the sense that several

social classes of the pre-revolutionary period were

still functional until the end of 1928,

Lenin was glso well aware of the social diversity
in the Post revolutionary society, which was also
characterized by a very low level of develorment of
productive forces, He thus identified that the very
backwardness and the petty - bourgeocise character of the
economy was reflected in the basic forms and forcesses
that were functional in the societ—y.11 The baslic
étratified social groups were the, bourceoise, the

petty bourgeocise, peasantry and the p:aletiriat.lz

11, R.R. Sharma, Parameters of Social diffepentiation ard
integration in Soviet society., A Marxist construction
in Marx & Marxism, ed. by Ajit Jain & Alexander Mertejko

(Tracher Pub,, 1984),
12, Lenin, Collected Works, Vol.,21 (Moscow Foreign Language
Pub, House, 1962), p.479.
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The phase of war communism successfﬁlly
eliminated the inequalitarian heritage of feudalism
by abolishing age old ‘Estate system' and further
reduced the possibilities of their reproduction by
nationalizing all major industries and other means
of production, The policy towards nationalities
and women is particular alsc had egalitarian terdencies,
Equality did not mean equal treatment of bourgeoise
and proletariat, The entire sccial engineering was
aimed towards creating a new social structure through
narrowing down the differences between man and
woman, skilled and unskilled worker and also between
town ard country., It is important to note that
whereas in August the ratio between unskilled and
skille& workers wage was 1:2,35 it had fallen by

June 1, 1918 ¢to 1:1.% ard by 1920 to 1:.1.04..13

13, Marcel Libman (Trans.), Leninism under Lenin,
(London, Merlin Press, 1980), p.352-3,




In i921 the New Economic Policy (NEP) was
launched which stopred the grain requisitions,
imposed a progressive tax and restored the peasants
right to dispose of his surplus. The tenth.Party
Congress announced the new policy under the quidence
of Lenin, The policy was some kind of return to legal
market system or & compromise between state control
and private enterpris-.e.16 The New Economic Policy
was the outcome of the realization that the transition
from capitalism to socialist order could not be achieved
overnight«.15 The NEP had its own innei contradictions,
It provided a fertile ground for so called New Economic
Poliéy - Men in the towns and kulaks in countryside,
The Kulaks, NEP Men, and bureaucracy signalled a
changed scenario of social relations marked by widening
differentiation in terms of income, living standards,

~

status, etc,

14, M.K, Dziewanoswki: A History of Soviet Russia (New
Jersey, Frentics Hall, 1979}, pp.140-41,

15, Ibid., p.137.
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The sociél structure of the Soviet society
did not experience a radical transformation in the
first decade after the revolution if we observe this

table we can find it,

Class Composition (1913-28)

Class 1013 1928
(in %age) (in %age)
Manual Workers 14.0 12,0
White-Collar Workers 3.0 5.6
Small Independent 66,7 74.9

FPeasants etc,

Bourgeoise & Kulaks 16,3 8.5

Source: Cited by R.R. Sharma, The USSR Sixtv year in
Zafar Imam (ed,) Economic, Social and Political

Development, ( qulasi pawl] €afiny ipo

The initial period of industrialization and

collectivization i,e,, 1926-30 was a positive one in
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sc far as it helped to eliminate the Kulaks and NEP men
and also attempted to remove the fundamental contradi-
ctions in the Soviet economy existing between socialised
industry and private agriculture. The collectivization
and rapid industrilization provided a sound base for

the Soviet economy with the elimination of private
property in agriculture, trade and industry. The system
was moving towards greater homogeneity during the period
because socialist mode of production under the centrally
controlled economy was realized after collectivization
and the danger of capitalist renewal no longer existed
in the agrarian sector. The collectivization and
industrialization also resulted in rapid urbanization
and transformation of peasants into workers., The
following table shows structural change during this

period,

tructural Composition of the Population 1928-39 percentage
breakdown:

1928 1939
Workers & White Collar 17.6 50.2
workers
Collective foremen etc, 2.9 47.2

Others 4,6 2.6

Source: Cited by R.R. Sharma, in The USSR Sixty years economic
social & Pol, Development (Trlsi Pub, House, N,D_,87)

e 1
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The period also experienced a high rate of
upward social mobility, creatibn of more homogenous
social structure in relative terms, Notable decline
in agriculture workers in contrast tc increase number
in industrial and other non-agrarian sector was observed
in this period and the trend continued throughout the
subsequent history of Soviet Union, To sum up,
industrialization and collectivization can rightly
be regarded as well-designed attempts towards social
levelling characterised by general socialization of
means of production, central planning and maximization
of -economic growth. Antagonistic class differéntiation
along with the gulf between‘town and country, skilled
and unskilled, mental and manual, peasants and workers,
etc, was minimised to a considerable extent due to

above-mentioned pelicy inputs,

During the transition period the three major
social groups were the intelligentsia, working class
and the peasantry, A drastic change in their character

was evident, The Soviet intelligentsia was quite



different from the pre-revolutionary intelligentsia,

in its social origin and ideology. Whereas pre~revolutionary
intellegentsia was prolané lands and pro-rich in their

origin and character, the Soviet intellegentsia was

growing very rapidly from the ranks of the working class,

The year 1931 began with Spalin’'s denunciation
of wage equalization, He opposed the idea of low wage -
differentials under socialism on the ground that it
signified a petty bourgeoise and utopian thinking, which
has got nothing to do with Marxism. He argued that
Marx had never held that individuals could be in all
reSpects‘e§ual and Lenin had also adﬁitted the inevitability
of ‘inequality’ in the first and lower stage of socialLSm.ls
According to Stalin, "Equalitarianism owes its own
origin to the individual peasant tvpe of mentality,

by psychology ¢of share and share alike, the psychology

-

16, Mervyn Mathew: Privileges in the Soviet Union, (London
George Allen & Unwin, 1979), p. 9.
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of priﬁitive communism, Equalitarianism has nothing
in common with Marxist socialism, Only people who are
unacquainted with Marxism can have the primitive
noticn that the Rﬁssian Bolsheviks want to pool all
wealth ané then share it equally, That is the nation

1
of people who have nothing common with Marxism, 7

It was commonly shared belief of Marx, Lenin
arnd Stalin that equality in real terms can be achieved
only in the higher stage of communism a3 inequalitarian
legacy of capitalist scciety does persist in some
form during the lcwer stage of socialism, However,
‘Class exploitation' is made impossible duve to reduction
of fundamental inequalities, Stalin was not only able
to derive ideological support frem Marx ard Lenin but
he also opposed the h;actice cof levelling off on other

grounds, This concerned the policy of Industrialization

17. Stalin, Collected Works, Vol.13, (Moscow, 1955), p.,120-21,




which Stalin launched in the closing years of §reVious
decade, The purély practical reason behind Stalin's
adverse attitude towards ‘wage equalizatioh' was economic
one because wage-equalization always results in labour
fluidity., As a matter of fact, the rapid economic
transformation as envisaged by Stalin wculd have never
been réaliSed if wage structure was left intact,
Signifying the economic consequences of wage-equalization,
Stalin remarked that apart from the lack of incentive,
the worker's sticks to the work place only temporarily

SO tc earn a little money and then gqoff to try his

luck in some other place.18

Stalin alsc introduced Five vear rlans and
industrialization., The fundamental task of first
Five Year Plan as Stalin noted, was in converting the

USSR intc an industrial country, tc widen the front cf

18, S¢alin, Prcblems of Leninism,




socialist form of econcmy and to create the ecoﬁomic
basis for the abolition of classes in the USSR, for

the building of a socialist soc:f_ety'.]9 The plan
attained its primary objective - construction of heavy
industry on a firm basis. The success in quantitative
terms was quite remarkable and some of its main targets

were achleved ahead of schedule.20

During the first Five Year Plan, a remarkable
pace of collectivization was also witnessed, More
than 60 per cent of the peasant farms were united into

ccllective farms which meant the fulfilment of five

21
year plan three times over, Along with such major

changes in agricultore and industry the problem of

unemployment was also abolished, The differentiation

19, Ibid., p. 588.
20, Maurice Dobb: Soviet Eccnomic Development Since 1917,
(London, Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1978), pP.255.

21, For detailed acccunt, the reports presented by Stalin to
i7th and 18th Party Congress,
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within the peasantry which touched new height with the launching

of NEP was also reversed,

The elimination of Kulaks was ccmplete, The
proportion of working class to entire population was
@also dcubled during the period of first Five Year rlan,
An increase in national income, annual wages, social
insurance fund in public welfare service was also observed,
The antithesis of town and country of mental and manual
labour was also narrowed down due to the expansion of
education and assimilation of peasants and workers as
all were equally involved in the process of socialist
production, Literacy among the population rose from
67 per cent at the end of 1930 to 90 per cent at the

end of 1933,

The decade between 1928 and 1938, during which
two five vyear plans were executed represented a radical
- change i.e, the crucial watershed between the Stéte
capitalism of the early and mid 20's with complex
admixture of econémic forms, and the pre-dominantly

collectivist or socialist economy that had emerged by



cloéing years of the 30'5.22 In 1931, the share of.
socialist economy came to 99 per cent in the country's
fiﬁed production assets, 99,1 per cent in the national
income, 99,8 per cent in industry, 98.5 per cent in

gross agricuitural production, and 100 per cent in retail

tfade.23

The constitution of 1936 was also instrumental
in reflecting the change brought about by deliberate
sccial planning. The constitution declared the elimination
of all exploiting classes including land lords, capitalists,
Kulaks and merchants and class hostility was put to an
end, However, peasant class and working class did exist
according to Stalin, though in an entirely new form,
Soviet 1§tellengemtsia was also different in its
composition as it also consisted of the people who had

ccme from working class and'peasantry;24

22. Dobb,g NO.-zo-, p.282.

23, P, Lopata: Cormunism as a social formation (Moscow,
Progress Pub,, 1983}, p.92,

24, Stalin: No.18, pp. 800-03,
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The Stalin period, in the evolution of Soviet

society remains @ period of radical transformation
never seen by any other country in the world history,
The USSR, as a result of its successful industrialization
large scale machine production in industry and collectivized
agriculture found itself very sourd in economic terms
in the closing years of thirties, As Deutscher puts it,

"the core of Stalin's historical achievement lies
in the fact ﬁhat he found RuSsia‘wcrking with the
wooden plough and left her equipped with atomic piles“.25
The industrialization produced higher rate of upward
mobility, with an enormous increase in the strength
of working class due tov the growth of migration from
rural to urban areas. Both industrialization and

collectivization caused a major shift in the dynamics

of class structure of Soviet society which also goes

25, Issac Deutscher: Russia After Stalin (London, Hamish
Hamilton, 1953), p.t%S,




a long way in narrowing social differentiation.

The collectivization produced a peasantry of new type
with less differentiation as Kulaks were liquidated,
The class relationship under went a radical change

as relationships of domination and subordination were
" removed and the Soviet society contained no classes
acting as the monopolistic possessors of means of
pfoduction. The trend towards convergence and
merging of the working class and the collective

form peasantry was also observable,?®

In short, a8 clear cut trend towards more
homogenuous class structure was visible though the
rocess was slowed down due to various historical

reasons, The scientific and technological revolution

26, M.N. Rutkevich: ‘'Elimination of Class differences &
the place of non-manual workers in the Social structure
of Soviet society, Soviet Sociology, (New Ybrk, Fall
1984), Vol.3, No.4, pp.3-13.




in the subsequent periods combined with the already
existing industrial base to take Soviet society

to higher stages of socialism. Each phase of industrialie
zation, both pre and post world war -II, was responsible
for the emergence of different stratified layers of

the working class, The entire procéss was too

complex to allow for the smooth development of socio-

cultural homogenity within the working class,
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CLASS COMPOSITION OF SCVIET SOCIETY

1968

Class 1913 1924 1928 1937 1939 1959
(Percentage Breakdown)
Employees 3.0 4.7 5.6 17.7 20.1 22.9
. 45.7

 Workers 14.0 10.0 12.0 32.5 48,2 54.8
Collectivized ,
Peasantry - 1.3 2.9 48.8 47,2 31.4 22.27
Individual _
Peasants 66.7 75.4 74.9 5.5 2.6 0.3 0.03
Bourgeoise
Kulak

Numerical Breakdown
Total 159.2 137.7 150,0 170.6 208.8 236.7
population - . » . . .
Employees 4.8 5,2 B.4 30,2 42,0 54.1
163.4

Workers 22.3  15.2 18,0 55.4 100.6 129.8
Collectivised
Peasants 1.8 4.4 79.7 88.5 65.6 52,7
Ind fvidual _ .
Peasanes  106.2  103.8  112.3 9,0 4.4 0.6 0.1
Bourgecise 259 11.7 - - - - -

Source: M, Mathew: Class & Society

in the USSR, p.35,
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The Soviet Union witnessed no significant
changes in its social structure in the 1940s and
195Cs, This was & period when the country was mainly
occupied with war and post war reconstruction,

No major programme or policy changes could be
envisaged under these conditions. So the sccial
system that followed the industrialization and
collectivization of the 30s continuved without

much change, However, there were significant changes
since the beginning of the 1960s. 7Two important
factors that were behind these changes were the
Scientific and Technological Revolution (STR) and

the changes in the CFSU programme,

In fact it was 20th CPSU Congress, regarded
as a great historic ‘'water shed' which reviewed the
socio-economic and political issues in-great detail
and decided to initiate strategic changes in the
social and economic policy. They recognised ecconomic

disparities and social differences, but sought to

minimize them.



The changes proposed included raising
minimum wages of the lowest paid income categories,
lowering censiderably the existing disparities
in wages, radical improvement of the pension system,
raising in particular the minimum level of old age
pension etc.1 :Khruschev.‘like wise, emphasised
the growing imperative need to cut to size the age
0ld division between mental and physical labour.

In his rerort to the Central Committee in June 1958
Khruschev aptly argued that ‘'It is theoretically
incorrect and harmful in practice to set the two

forms of socislist property, one against the other'
and that a further advance towards communist_relations
of production will proceed through the ‘'Perfection
of State property and the rapid development of

cooperative and collective farm property'.

1, M, Dobb, Soviet Economic Development since 1917,
(London, 1972 edition), p.323.

2. Ibido, p.329.



In 1961, the 22n3d CPSU Congress presented
a programmatic perspective of social and economic
development, This was emhbdied in the third
programme of the Party, which propcsed a series of
measures to ensure reduction of differences in
mental and physical labour, the abolition of narrow
division of labour and reduction in incomeuinequalitiés
The major directions propoSed by the Congress were:
(a) 'Gradual transformaticn of social relations
in the Soviet country sice' and eliminating ‘'in the
main', the distinctions between town and country.
A number of social benefits, such as pensions, paid
holidays etc. were envisaged for collective foremens,
(b) It was also stipulated that in the following
two decades or so the income disparities between
various socio-economic groups would be steadily reduced,
In this connection, it was also proposed to replace
gradually unskilled labour by skilled labouf.
Khruschev went on to elaborate that it was essehtial

to bring about significant transformation in the

nature of work,



(c) In order to reduce the accentuation of differential
ccess to consumption goods and consequently the
differences in life style, it was decided to enhance
the public consumption funds. This implied partial
introduction of new norms of distribution among
members of the society through these fund proceeds,
regardless of the quantity and quality of their
labour., In this regard, it was proposed tc expard
the development of all typesvof public service and
socialization of education, The programme emphasised
the introduction of compulsory secondary general

ard poletechnical eleven year ucation by 1970 and

a system of education in which professional training
was combined with 'socially useful labour', In

. putting forward such a programme of education, one

" major objective was to dc away with irdividual diffe-
rences in the style of life and the division between

intellectual and manual labour.,

This is indeed a bird’s eye view of strategic
directions given by the 22nd CPSU Congress to do

away with the diverse disparities in Soviet society.



- 61 -

What has been the cutcome of these directions

is central to our further discussion.

A plenary meeting of tive Central Committee
in March 1965 proprosed a series of significant measures
in that direction, One of these war, of course,
@ larger proportion of investment in favour of

agriculture from 18 per cent in the nineteen sixties

to 23 per cent in the Seventies, Accordingly, Kosygin

argued before the Z4th CPSU Congress that in the past
five yedrs, great changes have taken place in the

countryside..... A major step has been taken in

providing electricity for the rural areas.... The
supply of farm machinery, fertilisers and chemicals
to collective farms has been considerably increased.3
Like wise, Brezhnev, in his report to the
24th Congress arqgued that the peasantry has to a

great extent acguired ‘'features in common with the

3. Ibid., p.89.



workers, Th§ number of collective formers whose
work 1is directly linked with the machines and
mechanism is growing steadily and the educational
level of the collective farm peasantry is raising'.'
Further he informed the party congress that the
relationship between the two major sectors of
socialist farming has been strengthened and that

the inter-collective farm and state collective farm
production associations have been widely established,
He also rerorted the establishment of agro-industrial
complex which was in line with the policy laid down

by the 22nd Party Congress.S

In the 25th CPSU Congress, Kosygin reported
that a good deal of progress had been made with
regard to overcoming differences between town and

country., Elaborating, he pointed out that the life

4, Ibid., pp.60.61,

5 C.I. Brezhnev's report :on the Drast Constitution,
Soviet Review, No.47, 48, p.l10.



-of the rural population has changed beyond recognition.6
Since the class differences have been greatly eroded,
certain distinctions within the society which

transcent the class framework have been central,

The nature and complexity of work is being
increasingly used to‘dea1 with the plurality of the
social structure, The following table is illustrative
of new focus of research and apprcach, It can be
seen that a large chunk of the working population
which was engaged in simple physical labour and had
never had any modern occurational training has moved
away from the position. Now two thirds are employed
in complex, skilled occupations, The majority of
working clasé and a large portion of the peasantry
are working in such occupations. Personnel with
higher or Specialised secondary education now form
& major stratum of working people, far out-numbering
the peasantry. They ﬁow make up the bulk of the intelli-
gentéia. There has been noticeable development of a
new social category of '‘worker specialists' combining
'socio-€2§:hological traits' of both workers and

1ntelli§entsia.

6. A, Mcauley, Economic welfare in the Soviet Union,
(London, 1979), pp.210-13,



TABLE

‘Distribution of Working Population according to
Nature and Complexity of Work ( in per cent

Category Occupational Late Late Late Late
1930s 1950s 1960s 1970s

Doing Physical work &
requiring no occupational 64 52 35
training (Prior to work)

29

Doing complex physical &

mental physical work

requiring occupational 19 29 38 » 41
training.(These have been : ‘
-trained in a Technijicom or

Technical training school)

Employed in relatively

Simple predominantly

mental wcrk {These have 8 4 4 S
going through a certain

level of genersal

educatioa?

Employed in complex mental
work requiring specialised

higher and seccndary 9 15 23 25
education (including
executives, etc.) (2) (4) (4) (s)

Source: The table is drawn by Gordon & Kazimova from the all union
publication censuses of 1939, 1959, 1970 and 1979,
reproduced in Soviet Socioclogy, Vol ,XIV, 1985-86, p.l10.
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Apparently, towards the end of 1950's the
Soviet government become directly interested in the
elimination of varicus differentiations and in the
reduction of the inequality in the USSR, There were
extensive changes in the administration of wage and
salary policy, and radical reorganization of both
pay structure as Qell és various social insurance
programmes, The appearance of a series cf studies
on earnings differentials and distribution of income
during the sixties implicitly suggested that this
was a desirabie topic for academic research and
probably it was an area of current govermental concern.

In the intervening years, the Soviet social structure

had fully evolved,

The process of differentiation and integration
in inter and intra class relations have been quite‘
evident in Soviet society from the early 1960s. The
process of differgntjation here>re£ers to the
intensification of division of labour by branch and
occupation and the process of improvement in speciali-
zstion and_qualification of personnel. The whole process

{f

£
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is quite significant in so far as it leads to
the growth of the number of skills and occupations

involving beth physical and mental 1abour.7

The process of inter and intra class integration
deepened in the early 1960s, In particular, its
potential was increasingly reflected in the over-
coming of the internal differentiation of.the working
class, which was evident earlier by the wide structure
of inequalities among its socio-occupational groups.

As a result of this, there had been graduai obliteration

of the principal class characteristic of the

peasantry.8

The processes leading to inter and intra class
integration are deeply releted to the consceious
efforts to intensify the potential of the Scientific

"and Technological Revolution (STR) in the USSR, The

-7+ P, Simush, ‘Social changes in the countryside, Soviet
Law & Govt,, 16 (1978), pp.59-66, T

8. Ibido' pp. 5 & 62-65.
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STR has infiuenced sccial structure of the Soviet
Union in two inter connected ways: First as a direct
productive force, and secondly by transforming the

subjective elements of the productive force i.e, the

iabour,

As a productive force the STR has contributed

to the growth of production in both industry and
dgriculture, It has brought radical and deep-going
changes, gualitative as well as guantitative, in the

me&ns of labour through mechanization and autometion

process of the production. It has brought into being

many new industries, It has also helped in various
discoveries, research ard teéhnological innovations

that have pontributed to the improvement of the

industry and agriculture with new sources of energy,

raw materials and other production processes like
rational and scientific organizations of labour etc.

A large number of machines, 1nst1tutions and instrumgnts
of various types had been designed and are in use,

many of them unique, the first of their kind in. the

=
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world.9 The high rate cof low-cast production of
various goods had increased the naticnal income as

a result of which the per capita inccme had grown

and the standard of life of average individual of
different classes and groups risen, High inequality
in income, with which to great extent, the stfle of
-life, is associated and which marked a high differen-
tiation between differént,claSSes and strata of the
people in the period of bpilding and consclidation

of socialism has been reduced. Steps have been

taken to favour the pecple at lower scaie of income,
In proportion to other classes and strata of the people
they have been provided with more salary and cther
material benefits., For instance, as the class of
peasantry has been the most disadvantageoué class,

its income and other material benefits have been

increased more than other groups.

9., L. Brezhnev, 'Report of Central Committee of the CFSU
to the 23rd Congress of the CPSU, e -
(Moscow, 1974), p.341,
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Due to larce scale introduction of the latest
achievement of the STR, combined with other economic
measures, industrial sector fulfilled its seven year
plan target ahead of schedule, By the end of the
plan in 1965, the Soviet Unicn's industrial capacit?
‘was nearly doubled. Some 5,500 large industrial
‘enterprises were built -‘and 30 gaint power stations
were placed under the operation during this period.

The world's largest power complex, the Bratsk Hydropower

Station begin its opersation at full ca:p.acjty.1

The mechanization level of agriculture rose
ccnsiderably, In 1959-65 the number of tractors at
the collective and state fcrms increased by nearly
600, 000 of self propelled harmest - combines by
2,00,000 and lorries by nearly 3,00,000.11 Conseguently,
the last year's of the plan saw an appreciable increase
in the rate of agricultural production, of the output
of grains and industrial crops, and of th; live-stock

12
population. In the same period, the national income

10. Y.I. Bugayev & Others, A Short historvy of the CPSU,
(Moscow, 1974), p.341,

11, Ibid., p.342.

12, Ibid., p.241.



used for accumulation and consumption increaéed by
53 per cent, industrial production by 84 per cent,
The basic assets of the economy increased by 92 per
cent, Industrial enterprises exceeded their.output
target to the tune of 46,CC0 million roubles, There

was also substantial increase in the output of foodstuffs

and items of cultural use.13

The growth of production was accompanied by

~an increase of social wealth. This allowed the state
to take & series of measures to improve the standard

of living of the workers, peasants and intelligentsia -
of all the working people, During 1959«65 wages of

the personnel in the state sector rose as did the
incomes of the collective farmers., More wages were
paid out from the social consvmpticn funds. For the
country as a whole, the wages of industrial and office
personnel went up from an average of 78 roubles in
1958 to 95 roubles in 1965, Together with the payments

and benefits acquiring to them from the social ccnsumpticn

£

13. Brézhpgv, no.%, p.59.
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funds, the Wages rose from 104 to 128 roubels-.14

The salaries were raised for people employed in

the public services, incluvding educational, health,
cultursl and retail trade workers, and peorle employed
in the housing and community services. Guaranteed

péy as well as old age and disability pensions were
introduced for the collective farmers at the beginning

More investment were made in educational schere,
Consequently, more than 70 million people were attending
tuition-free general vocaticnal, specialised,seccndary
and higher educaticnal establishments, schools and
colleges by 1965, The number of hospitals, polyclinics,
sanitorial and holiday houses rose steadily during
1960-65.16 Prices were reduced as a result of con-
sumption of the people increased ccnsiderably and the

sale of gcod through the state and cooperative total

14, Ibid., p.65, See Tatrle-I,
15, Bugayev & Others, n.1C, p.342,

16, Brezhnev, n.9, p.99.



/CPSU (Moscow,
1966), p.175.

network increased by 60 per cen€.17

During the same period the national income
grew by 41Iper cent, industrial production by 50 per
cent. The national income which went into consumption
and accumulation increased at an average rate of
7.1 per cent a year, as against 5,7 per cent in the
preceding period (1961-65).1% During 1966-70, real
income per head of population increased by 33 per cent
as against 19 per cent in 1961=65, The minimum wage
for workers and cffice employees for the country rose

by 26 per cent, Collective farmer's income from

. social production increased by 42 per cent., Sociai

consumption funds increased by 5C per cent to almost
64 thousands million roubles., Social welfare measures
during this period 'include lowering of pension age
creation of five day work week with two days off, paid

annual leaves having been lengthened for a considerable

part of the working people.lg‘

17, Kosygin, Report on the Directives for the Five Year
Eco. Devt, Plan of USSR for 66-70 in 23rd Congress of/
18, Report of the CPSU Central Committee to the 24th Congress
of the CPSU, (Moscow, 1971), pp.41-87.

19, Ibid., pp.43-44.
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The most generalised indicator of the
enhancement of production during 1971-75 was the
accelerated growth of labour productivity which
accounted for 84 per cent of the industrial out put,
78 per cént in construction and the entire increment
in agriculture. This was the result of the higher
qualifications acquired by the working people and
of increase 15 technical equipment made available to
industry. The economy absorbed 9,300,000 recent
graduates of the vocational and technical schools
and more than a million specialists with @ higher
or secondary specialised education., Nearly 40 per
cent of basic production assets in industry and 56
per cent in agriculture have been renewed (replaced

or renovated) during this period.20

To sum up, the growth of productive forces
brought about radical changes in the living standards
of the Soviet population as a whole, and contributed
to the process of evening up of the components of the

Soviet social structure,

£
=
£
s
&

420, Brezhnev, n.9, p.35.



The average monthly pay of collective farmers
in 1975 was 92 roubles- which represented an 80 per cent
increase between 1965 - 75 and it reached three fourths
of the wages of state form workers. If earnings from
private garden plots is included in the incomes of
crllective farmers the ratio of the per capita incomes
of collective farmers to those of state farm workers
and white collar personnel is more favourable - 9 té 10.21
The incomes of state farm personnel as a share of
those of workers and cffice staff in industry rose from

7& per cent in 1965 to 80 per cent in 1975.22

A study in the average monthly wages and salaries
of workers and office employees (according to industries)
between 1940-72 undertaken by Semyoncv leads toc the
following conclusions, First since 1966 the average
monthly wages of workers in industry and construction

were higher than the average wages and salaries of all

21, P, Simush, 'Social change in the Countryside', Soviet Law
& Govt,, Vol.1l6, no.4, Spring 1978, p.67.

22, Ibid., ppr.67-78.



workers and cffice employees in the Soviet economy,
Secondly, the wages of workers which in 1940 were less
than the salaries of office employees in the above
mentioned industries have, since 1960 exceeded the
salarigs of the latter, The increase for agricultural
workers has been in effect since 1970, Thirdly, the
gap between the general average monthly wagés of the
wofker and the average monthly salary of :Emgineers and
Technicians has narrowed considerably (regardless of
the industry). Thus in 1940 1ndustria1 and construction
workers received 50 to 60 per cent less than Engineers
and Technicians in 1972 they began to receive 3C per
cent less and agricultural workers about 40 per cent
less, Finiily since 1960 the wages of industrial

and construction workers have exceeded the salaries of

civil servants.23

The operation of new machineries and production
processes in industry, agriculture and service sector

&s introduced in the wake of STR require highly skilled

23, V, Semyonov, 'Evening up of the Social status of the
working people in the USSR', Social Sciences (Moscow),
vol.s' m.3' 1975' pp.112-13. »
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workers which has influenced different aspects of
Soviet social structure, New class people like
technicel professions did appear in the countryside
during the first year of collectivization and later
(tractor drivers - combine operators, agronomists and
others), notable feature of today's mechanization and
automation brought about in the wake of the STR in
the countryside is the emergence of electricians,
mechanics, coﬁtrollers, autometic production processes
operators and computer operators who are engaged in
agriculture side by with engineers and technicians
and workers in industrial enterprises and service

sectors.

It is imperative to see briefly the impact
of the developed socialism through the growth of
productive forces and through the transformation
of the content and process of labour on three importan;
social classes and stradum of the Soviet society,
namely. the Peasantry, the working class, and the

intelligentsia separately.
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The Peasantry:

As noted above, under socialism, the Soviet
society retained contradiction amcng different classes
and grouﬁs: between the workers and the peasantry,
between town and country, between mental labour ard
manual labour so on, Notable among these was the
class distinction between the workers and the peasantry:
from which tc a large extent other contradictions
resuited, The farmer hss been associated with the
two forms of property - State and Collective forms
property and has manifested itself in the area of work,
content of work, consumption pattern, socio-occupational
- Structure and the spiritval realm., In the sclution
of these problems, the main part is to be played
as the CPSU programme df 1961 noted, by the development,
'the rapprochement and, in the course of tihe, the
fusion of collective form, cooperative property with
the property of the whole people in a single, integrated
form of communist prorerty. The key to this rapprochement
lies in the eccnomic growth of the collecfive farms

in the development of/fthe productive forces in the
i_’,
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countryside, in the socialization of production in

the collective forms and the modern scientific.ani
technical skills of the rural people, most importantly,
among the people directly associated with the-agri-

cultural producticn in the collective forms,

The practical solution of this task pre-
supposes the creation of a number of eccnomic pre-

conditions, the most important of which are as

follows:

First of all, ccmprehensive industrializatioh
and mechanization of agricultural production on the
basis of modern science and technology must be
completed., This means.developing a national economic
agro-industrial complex transforming agricvltural
labour into a vaiiety of industrial labour; developing
the branch specialization of agricultural production
and cooperation between inter-connected industrial and
agricultural proper sections, implementing comprehensive
mechanization and automation in forming and animal
husbandry through the introduction of effective syétem

ffbf machines, All these measures would contribute to
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the enhancement of labour productiﬁity, appreciable
reduction in labour resources employed and to other
conditions for the intensification and concentration
of.agriculture. Consequently, agricultural production
would come on a par with industrial production in terms

of level of socialization.24

Secondly, in the course of industrialization
of agriculture on the basis of modern science and
technology another pre-requisite is created for the
removal of socic-economic distinctions between town and
country; the development and improvement of coilective
farm and state forms of production and the gradual
levelling of their material and technical basis,

This is invariably linked with the full use of the
possibilities and incentives for raising production
efficiency of embodied in the collective and sﬁate
farm forms of eccnomy and the further intensification

of the tendencies towards their drawing closer together.25

24, K, Kupustin, 'The Scientific & Technological Revolution &
the improvement of Socialist production relations,
Social Sciences, Vol.l, no,1, 1975, p.79,

25, Ibid., pp. 79-80.
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Thirdly, the comprehensive industrialization
and high level of socialization of agricultural production,
its concentration, and the growing similarity in the
conditions under which collective and state farms work -
all these create a objective foundation for the massive
de;elopment of production cooperation on the part of
agricultural enterprises, both with each other as
well asrwith mutually related industrial enterprises,
As a result, agro-industrial associations would develop
which would embrace both collective farm and state
enterprises and meet the task of bringing the level of
concentration of agricultural production and the
forms‘of its organization cioser to those of industrial
production apd of drawing together and integrating
the two forms of socialist.ownership namely collective
ané state forms of production.26 The interaction of
collective farm state farm and industries would lead
to & better economic ties among them, Soviet Union

during 1965-75 bringing together all these different

sections.

26, 1bid., p.80.



This together with changes in the structure of
agricultural labour into a variety of industrial
labour would ensure the gradual obliteration of
the socio-economic distinctions between industrial

and agricultural labour and the essential distinction

between town and country.

As a result of the STR, the new equipments and
technical know how is being introduced, at accelerated
rate in agricultural production in the Soviet Union,
Consequently, the nature and content of farm work are
changing significantly, the need fcr unskilled labour
is declining and that for skilled labour is increasing.
Over the years there has been a considerable expansion
of the sphere of mental work and the requirements for
the general and specialised training of all who work
in the countryside are rising. The STR has accelerated
the industrialization of agricuiture in a qualititavely
different from which has prcduced noticeable change
in the structure of the peasent population. This
process is expressed in the progressive tendency tcwards

the 'Foletarianization' of this population. Each year
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the number cf farm machine drivers, workers in
maintenance and construction trades, set up men, ard
equipment coperators is increasing., Their labour is
tﬁrning more and more different from that cf the
tréditional peasant who drive horse-drawn vehicles

and do manual jobs (without acquring specialised skills),
Iﬁ practice, this means a broadening of the group of
peasants whose work shows the characteristic features

of imdustrial labour, and who posses the same skills

-

‘

and occupations of those employed in industry.

The interaction betwee the ccllective farms
state farms and rural industries are increasing
interaction among themselves frequently eliminates
the lives of demarcation between agricultural and
industrial labour. At industrijal type of cooperative
enterprises, the employees have skills that are
basically the same as in industry proper., For example,
about twb thirds of the people employed at a modern

- live stock - raising complex have the skills of

27. SimUSh, n.7' pp056-57.
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electrical implement operators, adjustment mechanics

and laboratory p-e_rson-nel.28 The range of occupations
both physical and mental is increasing with the increase
of the set of skills each individual may employ in his
work. In an agro-industrial complex, & given groups of
working peoples labours seascnally alternating between
farming and industry. Consequently, migration outside
the district is reduced and stability of the work force
is increased, At the same time, the per centage of
rural population nct directly involved in agriculture
incre&SeS.zg The development of agro-industrial complexes
have revealed the following changing relationships in
rural areas: Communities with industrial functions

are developing more rapidly; many sub-urban villages
are gradually being transformed into towns, a certain
portion of the ablebodied population of the surrounding
villages sre being attracted to work at these new

industrial centres, The growth of ‘Pendulum migration’

28. Ibid., p.S56.

.29, Ibid,, p.59.



betwWween agriculture and industry testifies to the

fact that the village is losing one of its traditional
features - low ‘Mobility' of the population, At the )
beginning of the 1970s, there were four ﬁillion people

working in the newly emerged urban centres.3o

. While the interaction of different sectors of
eccnomy in the countryside is leading to @ merger of
cooperative and public means of production, a significant
shift in sccial relationships is alsc evident, On

the one hand, the continuing increase in inter-farm
cocoperation is spreading the equalization of production
conditions and economic potentials of all the farms,
while on the other hand it is giving rise to a number

of features and characteristics shared by both state anrd

cocllective farms.

Two tendencies - differentiation and integration
are constantly increasing in the development of social
relationship in the countryside, The farmer signifies

@ deerening division of labour and the advance forefront

30,ibid., p.59.
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of differences connected with the division of labour

by branch and occupation and with the specializ’ation
and qualification of personnél. Under this process,

we find the emergence of specialised groups of personnel
such as those employed by the Farm Equipment Supply
Organization (who number 1.5 million). Land improvement
workers (1,3 million), Personnel in the organization

of the ministry of Rural Construction and the inter-
collective Farm Ccnstruction Agency (2 million), the
personnel of service industry enterprises (449, 000)

and others.31

The secord tendency signifies the emergence of
 signs of interaétibn and the development of features
common to the social aspects of all Sovief people,

In particular, the trend towards homogeneity in terms

of sccial class is leading to gradual obliteration of the
principal class characterestics of the peasantry.

The process of the intensification of the features of
integration for the peasantry signifies: (a) the adopticon

by the peasantry of the best socio-political and ethieal

31. Ibid,, p.66.
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features of the working class (b) the emergence of

common qualities characteristng the contemporaty socialist
worker and the peasantry:; (c) and a convergence between
basic groups of the peasantry, and persons performing
mental work ( a part of the production personnel of the

collective farm).32

There has been @ considerable decline in un-
evenness in the educational levels of different social
groups in the Soviet Union previously unfavourable to
the collective farmers, Thus in 1959, there were four
times as many peoples with seven or more years of
schooling per 1000 persons among professionals, sehi-
professionals and white-collar people than amcong collective
farmers, By 1975, the gap had declined to 1.8 times.33
During the seven year plan period (1959-65) the number

of persons with a secondary education rose from 23 to

31 per cent among collective farmers.34 The number of

32, Ibid,
33, Ibid.
34, A, Kosygin, Report on the directives for the Five Year

Economic Development Plan of the USSR for 1966-70
in 2nd Congress of the CPSU (Moscow, 1966), p.174.



persons with higher and secondary specialised

education increased from 12 to 36 per thousand employed

in collective farms.35

Working Class:

Under the developed socialism the STR has

brought radical change in the content and nature of
labour of the workers, in their position in the production
process and in the level of their general education and
technical training, The change in labour power are
mainly in the following directions: (1) Complete
elimination from production of all kxinds of ardous,
unskilled and little skilled labour; (2) Transition
of all workers to & higher stage of general and technical
education when a complete secondary or specialised
secondary b-comes the lowest bourdary: (3) Abclition

f the old vocational division of labour and transition
to a new division of labour based on broad theoretical

training and the equisition-of many sided production

35. Simush, n.7, pp.56-57.
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'skills; and all round development of production
workers on the basis of organically combining manual

and mental laboux:.36

Over all automation and mechanization which
are the characteristics of the present day STR
extend the vocatlonal range of workers abolish narrow
specialization and enhance the creative nature of
labour, Changes thus taken place'in the function
cf the main groups of workers privicusly:engaged in
the direct operation and service of equipment, The
size of this categofy of workeré is greatly reduced
due to automation.' On the bthef’hand. therQ is

a steep raise in the share of jobs in maintaining

s
IR I

and setting up automatic trans and machines, — -
Automated production thus changes the proportion
between different groups of workers of enterprises

and their functions, A new technical division of

36. Borisov, Political Economic Problems of the Contemporary
Scientific & Technological Revolution, in the USSR
Academy of Science ed., The STR and the Modern Society,
(Calcutta, 1970), p.46.



labour occurs where the major agents of the new
aggrecate labourer of an enterprise become the
ad juster, repairman, electrician, programmist and

enginner and technician.37

The development of the working class in the
Soviet society in this period has been two fold:
extensive and intensive, The first process signifies
the induction of 3 new generation of the workers
into state farm sector and state industry with higher
general education and modern occupational training
of a skilled kind suited to the requirements of
automated and mechanised sections. The second process
signifies the acquisition of higher educational
qualifications and modern vocational skilled training
by the already existing members of working class
in order to work in the hard industrial establishments.
The 196Cs were in general characterised by a tenderncy

towards bhoth absolute apd relative increase in the

37. Ibid., p.47
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number of workers being trained for upérading %8

In the rural sector, the reequipment of state
farms and rural state enterprises with mcdern achievements
of the STR, creation of newrmechanised and automated
industries in the rural areas have been responsible
for the growth in agrarian component of the working
class with more and more specialised skills and with
higher general and technical education., This Has
considerably contributed to the ngWing similarity of
the weorking class population in town and country., This
process has been further reinforced by the increasing
material and Cultqral facilities provided to them
through increased salary, large share from social
customs funds, large distribution of material and
cultural goods, i.e. television and radio facilities,

mad ical and educational benefits and so on.

In the urban sector too, the existing industries

and services are being reequipped with modern techmnology

38, See+ Table 2.
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and on scientific basis, and new. ones are being created,.
As a result, here, also the working class has equipped

with new skills educational qualifications.

As far education, during the seven year plén _
period the number of persons with a secondary education
rose from 45 to 58 per cent among industrial workers.39
In 1959 there were 386 workers with higher or secorndary
education per 1000, by the end of 1970 this figure
reached 550.40, The number of personnel with higher
and secondary specialised education in state farm more

than doubled from 1965 to 1975; from 27 to 58 per thousand.?!

Intelligentsia represents the highest group in
Soviet social structure in terms of its mentai Skills,
culture life style, scclo-political awareness and directions
to socio-political and economic life of the Soviet society.
It is undergoing a significant fransformation under the
development of its professional skills, culture and life

style,

39, Kosygin, n,34, p.174,
49, Report of the CPSU Central Committee, n.,11, p.86.

41, Simush, n.7, pp.S56-57.

’
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The majcr trend in the development of intell;gentsia
is its changing cémposition in the sphere of science and
technology. The development of the productive forces
under the conditions of devéloped socialism and under
the influence of the STR creates real oprortunities
for further grcwth of the intelligentsia, In 1939,
Soviet society had a social class structure correspording
tc the inittal stages of the building socialism;
workers numbered 33,5 per cent, intelligentsia were
16,7 per cent ( all persons doing non manual work)
and the collective farm peasantry together with craftsmen
belonging tc ccoperatives comprised 47.2 per cent,

In 1959, 49.5 per cent of the population consisted of
workers, 31.4 per cent collective farmers ard 18,8 per
cent intelligentsia, In 1975, the last group had

become 22,2 per cenﬁ.42

A numer ical rise in the personnel engaged in
mental labour has occured in every branch of the economy,

but it has been largest in science, industry, construction

42, 1.S. Puchkov & G.A. Popov, ‘Socio-demographic characteris-
tics of Science Personnel (Part-I)', Soviet Sociology,
vol.16, no.3, Winter 1977, p.68.
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and agriculture, and also in tranéport and communication
enterprises. Between 1940 and 195C the number of
scientific workers in the USSR increased from 98,300

to 162,500 persons, that is to say, less than two-fold,
During the next decade their number rose to more than
double, to 354,200, The next 100 per cent increase was
achieved within six years and by 1966 the number of
scientific workers reached 712,406; while by 1970 the
figure was 927,700 and by 1975 it has reached 1,223,400.%3
This process cannot be & permenent one, since doubling
would occure even more frequently and "the entire
population would very soon be absorbed in the sphere

of scientific activities.44

There are many professions in the Soviet Union

which are being replaced by entirely new ones, Recently

43, V., Movkhov & Y, Meleshchenko, 'Specific features and
social ccnsequences of the scientific & Technological
Revolution, in Robert Deglish, ed,, The scientific
and Technological Revolution: Social effects ard
prospects (Moscow, 1972), p.147; T. Khaturov, The
Economy of the Soviet Union Today (Moscow, 1977),
Chapter VII, Scientific & Technological Progress and

LA —p &

the development of socialist production, p.151,

44, Mokhov & Meleshevenko, n.43, p.l147,
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under the STR, there has been sharp growth in the
number of Specialists in cybernetics, the automic
industry, srace vehicles, ccnstruction and design,

rocketery, quantum generators etc,

In addition to scientific personnel, many other
social groups under the stratum of intelligentsia have
developed under the STR, According to 2.1 Monich, the
leaders of farming bridges and the heads of>leveStock
units in the rural sector also come into the category

of intelligentsia,

The STR is bringing new occupations into being
agricultural chémist, technician for 1abour-int§lligent$ia
processes in livestock farming, electrical technician,
planning economist so forth. For example, an entirely
new occupational grouping that of economists = have
developed in the collective and state forms - of Belorussian
Republic., There the number of Planner Economists grow

from 2,500 to 3,200 between 1965 and 1969.45

45, 2inda I, Monich, The Professional and Para Professional
component in the structure of the rural population,
(Based on Data from the Belorussian SSR), Soviet Sociology.,
Vol.12, no.3, Winter 1973,74, p.38.
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This professional groups will continue to grow

immensely as such posts have not uet been filled on

all the farms,

In addition to the growth in the number of
intelligentsia directly ehgaged in material production
there has also been a considerable increase in the
number of that section of intelligentsia who are engaged

in non material sector of the Soviet economy.

The Emergence of Social Hemogeneity:

Under the ccnditions of developed socialism
there has been an intensive develbpment of the processes
whereby.Soviet society has 5een becoming socially
homogeneous. This tendency has further being intensified
under the influence of the revoluticn in scienﬁe and
technclogy. One of tﬁe most important manifestations
of the gradual emergence of social homogeneity in
Sovdiet society in the over closer convergence ard often
direct merger with the working class of those groups
in the toiling population that had priviously differed
sifnigicantly from it by third place in a specific
historical system of societal production, by their

relationship to the means of production, by their role



in the sccial organization of work and consequently,
by the methods through which they acquired social
wealth and by the size of the share of the social

wealth at their diSposal.46

The emergence of social homogeneity and the
cohvergence of classes and sccial strata in Soviet
society is an extremely complex process occuring on
many planes under the influence of social, political
and economic fectors; it is expressed in various
phenomena of culture and reflects social anrd

cultural changes in Soviet society.

The acutest disputes among the Soviet socilogists
are those with respect to the question of the
convergence and merger with the working class of
office personnel and the intelligentsia who, in thgir

majority, like the workers are employed in the state

46. Gordon & Klopov, The Social development of the working
class of the USSR, Soviet Law & Govt., Vol.IIm no.3,
Winter 1972-73, pp. 242-43,
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sector of the eccnomy. Essentially the discussion
centres around one, but central point of the problem
2s to whether there exist grounds to speak of high
level convérgence of these groups or their sub-divisions
with the working class and even of their becoming part
of the working class, Discussicn of these.prcblems

is not merely of theoretical interest and acquires
greater significance by the fact that it pertains to
the paths and charaéter of development of large groups
of the working pecple which are constantly increasing
in number. The intelligentsia and office personnel

in the Soviét Union number tens of million.:

The basis cf the convergence of persons doing
no physical work in services (office personnel in the
narrow meaning of the word) with the working class
is the fact that both perform the same kind of work -
primarily 1§plementary,repetative, and occupy fundamentally
identical position in the system of social productidn
(that is to say, the work of most office personnel
and nearly all workers is not in any way involved with

giving direction to the people), . Important closeness
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to each other of the workers and -office personnel

as social categories and factors making for their
convergence are the gradual elimination of the formerly
very substantial differences in the levels of education
and the standard of living. This closeness is further
manifested in the repeated changing of jobs (for the
ready availability of sych change) in the course

of @ life-time during which office personnel become
workers and vice-versa. The growing unity in daily
life of these groups and the wide occurance of

families containing both workers and off ice personnel

further reinforce their social similarjty.47

Ma jor changes are élso occuring in the
status of intelligentsia and its relationship with
the working class, Significant differences bearing
a class character between the working class and the

intelligentsia disappeared comparetively long ago.

47. Ibid., pp.248-9,



" In the pre—fevoldtionary Russia most of the 1ntelligent§ia
had been either part of the exploiting classes or

closely associated with the latter. Under the

building of and consolidation of socialiSm, these
differences disappeared, The bulk of the intelligentsia
today do not differ their objective relationship

to the means of prodictuicn and their ethnical snd
political attitudes, The developed socialism is

bringing intelligentsia and working class together,

In the first place, the growth in the number
of the intelligentsia has been sharp and at a more
head long process than any other social groups in
the generally employed populaticon of the USSR.48
Also the membership in this grcoup has lost the
elite meaning it may have had in the past, The
prcfessions of engineer, teacher, physicians,
economist and agronomist, have ccme tco exist on the

Same mass scales &s workers' trades, The mass

48, See Table 4,
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character of the prcfessions of intelligentsia as
well as the elimination cf the social, cultural,

énd materiallbarriers that formerly hindered the
working pecple from access to this stratum haS opened
broad potential for filling the intelligentsia with
the peopél of working class as well cf reasant

origin,

Secondly, unlike the past & large number of
intelligentsia tccday is engaged in the sphere cf
material producticn, by the end of 19608 over 40 per
cent of the intelligentsia, which rose to 7 million

persons in 1970 were engaged in material prodﬁctién.49

As & result of above development, the majority
of professional intelligentsia engagéd in material
production are employed as members of large work
fcrces and are subject to their discipline organization
and interest, Furtheremore, in the course of STR,

there has beeﬁ an increase in the group of profeééionals

49, See Table 5,
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chose work differs little frcm that of workers

in terms of the degree to which it is sub—divided.so

Thus, tcoday in addition to the same relationship
to property, the participation in material production
collectivity size of work staff and the organised
nature of work created close convergence between
subétantial strata of intelligentsia and the working
clilass, The ccnvergence, however, is not complete
ard significent functicnal differences persist between
the engineering and technological intelligentsia and
the production workers as such., These differences
will disappear cnly with further fundamental change
in the chardcter and ccntent of labour in the course
of the reorganization of material and intellectual
production under the influence of the STR aqd with
further development of sccial relatiomships. For
the intelligentsia coﬁtinues to differ from the

working class in level of culture and life style,

S0. Gordon and Klopov, n.46, p.253.
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In conclusion, the social structure of the
Soviet society by the mid 197Cs had thus become
developed under developed socialism, Tﬁis maturity
was determined by the degree of eliminaticn of
existing socio-~class dinstinctions, by society's
readiness for the processes of obliterating distinctions
between classes, stratum, social section and groups.
The relevant process of obliteration of social distinctions
between the working class and the ccllective farm
peasantry, between them ard intelligéntsia, between
manual and wental labour, between town and country,
as weli as of their drawing together ﬁook'place onr
the basis of the high achievement in the development
of the productive forces, achievements in improving
distribution and labour conditicns advances in the
skills, material and cultural levéls of working
people, in their political activity and participation

in administring sociei artairs.

The working class which numbered almost 66
million and - made up 56 per cent of the employed

population in 1975 was the most advanced, organised
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and leading sccial groups; the proportion of highly

educated and skilled workers in incresasing. As the

chief productive force and as the carrier of techno-
logical progress it holds the leading position in

the system of socialist social relations.s1

Although the collective farm peasantry as @
whole decfeased in terms of size and proportion in
the social structure, its most advanced sector
connected with technolcegy, i.e. machine operstors,
is steadily growing. This brings the alliance
of the working class and the peasantry to a new and

more equal level,

The strata of intelligentsia and cffice employées
have also undergone qualitative and quantitative
chnages, The increasing growth riates of the
scientific and technological inteiligentsia in the

recent years have created even troader prospects

51, V., Semenov, Reprints from the Soviet Press,
(New York) Vol,i6, n.7, 6 April, 1973, p.13.
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for the development of labour which combines
mental and manual functions, Thus the gap
between the workeré and collective farmer on
the one hand and the intelligentsia and office
employees on the 6ther have considerably been
bridged néw pehnomena in the structure of the

Soviet society.
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TABLE - I

GROWTH OF INDUSTRIAL OUT PUT (1960-1965)

1960 1965 1965 % of 1960

Gross Industrial
output (Thousand
million roubles)

155 234 15%

Source: L, Brezhnev, Report of the Central Committee of the
CPSU to the 2nd Congress of the CPSU, in 23rd Congress

of the CPSU, (Moscow, 1966),
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TABLE - 2

TRAINING AND UPGRADATION OF WORKERS

1940

1350

1960

197¢C

Gradation of workers
from trade & technical -

schools (Thousands)

-ratio thereof to
average annual number -

of workers %

Number of workers

taught ne=w occurations 1606
and skills of enterprises

and institutions{Thousands)

-ratic thereof to average 7.0
number of workers % i

Number of workers given

upgrading training at 1472
enterprises and insti-

tutions (Thousands)

-ratio there of to average
annual number of workers 6.4
%

493

8.4

3490

741

5358

1100

2407

7225

13.4

1638

9000

14.5

Note: These data do not include information on the training of
skilled personnel in collective farms or in paid conses

in the general schools,

Source: Cited in L.A, Gordon and E.V. Klopov,

'The Social development

of the Working Class of the USSR, Soviet Law & Govt.,
Vol.,1l1l, no.3, Winter 1972-73, p.244,
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TABLE =3

NUMBER OF PERSCNS WITH HIGHER AND SECONDARY SPECIALISED
EDUCATION EMFLOYED IN THE SOVIET ECONOMY AND THEIR SHARE
IN THE TOTAL NUMBER CF WCRKERS & OFFICE PERSONNEL

I

1960C

1928 1941 1950 1965 1970
Number of Pro- :
fessionals 5 2.5 3.3 .8 12.1 16,8
(Millions)
As % of total
numper of workers , g 7.0 8.0 14.0  15.5 18.8

and office per-
sonnel

Note:
employed,

Source: Gordon and Klopov,

Office Personnel have been taken for white collar

‘The Social development of the

Working Class of the USSR', Soviet Law & Govt.,
Vol.1l1l, nc.3, Winter 1972-73, p. 252.




CONCLUSICN



The Social Structure symbolises the nature of
development of a society., It helps us to understand
a society and its dynamics in a systemstic manner.
Every society has its own social structure, Their
social structures are qualitatively different depending
on their prevailing socio-economic system, e.g.

capitalist and socialist,

In the feudal society, feudal land lords
were dominating society. They were the ruling
class, In the capitalist society, capitalists dominate
the society, We confind all types of inequalities in
tHese societies, There are indeed conflicting
perceptions of what constitutes social structure,
Herbert Spencer elaborated social structure for
the first time, Later it was defined by different

sociologists in different ways.

In the ‘'structural analysis, the basic unit
is the 'role, i.e., a ccmplex of behaviour expectations
which are associated with a given scocial position or

status, the human individual in the fullness of his
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expressions figures only as &n incumbent of such
position and ‘'player' of a role, The relation
between roles and their agglomerations arcund certain
institutional spheres (occupations, education,
family, politics etc.) are expressed by the concept
of function that is to say, by their latent or
exélicit (Manifesto) consequence for the functioning
of the total structure. Thus, the structure of a
society, in such an approach, presents itself in its
most formal aspects a8s & functional system the units

of which are social roles and role sets,

Marxism, on the other hand,vjsualizes a
socio-economic system that liberates humanity from
all kxinds of exploitation, demonstrates the connection
of social classes with a particular phase of the
development of production andlconsequently reveals
the functional structure (the division of labour
and private property) which serves as the basis of
the existence of the corresponding social grougps.
Thus, it also makes it possible to approach

scientifically both the organizational structure of
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society and social action,

Since Marx's main concern was social change,
the category of social structure therefore was
no more than a tool to tackle this problem, his
theory of a corss-section of society arrested in
time, in particular, not a theory of social stratifi-

cation but a tobl for the explanation of change in

total societies.

Soviet society is based on Marxism and Leninism,
and sc only by applying the Marxian a@pproach we can
understand and study social structure in the Soviet

Union ™
\

The Marxist theory, the social structure of
@ socialist society is not marked by the absence of
classes‘or strata. The social inequality that persists
during the stage of socialism is a legacy frém
antagonistic social orders, Becéuse of social nature
of prorerty there is equality of all members in
relation to fhe means of production. There are no

antipodal or antagonistic social groups in a socialist
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society. But differences still remain in relation

to socialist property associated with its existence

in two principal forms. (working class and the collective
form peasantry) and in degree of utilization of property
(this is the basis for differences under socialism
between workers of differing skills arnd complexity of

labour, between personnel in mental and manual labour,

. between urban and rural residents,

Since the differences of the first type in
relation to the means of production are not 1nhefent
in the first phase of communism, i.e. socialism, they
are overcome more rapidly than the differences of the
second type., In long run, it is expected, the differences
between town and country, and between skill and non-skill

will also disappear.,

Marxist-Leninist analysis of social structure,
an important plan: of building'up the theoretical as
well as material basis of the social syétem»in the
Soviet Union, even though it faced serious problems,

in the initial stage with the land lords, kulaks and
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with the bourgeoise they overcome all these difficulties,

After the Bolshevik revclution larmd was nationalised

and was given rent free to peasants. The redistributicn

of land through the Decree of January 1918 was a maijor
step towards minimizing differentiation in social
structure. All industrial, financial and trade
enterprises were nationalized. ‘The Decree on workers
control led to several factories being taken over

by workers. The Declaration of the Rights of the
peoples of Russia proclaimed the equality and
sovereignty of &ll nationalities in the country,

their right to free self-determinaticn and the abolition
of all nati-nal privileges, the free development of

all national minorities and ethinographic groups.

These were some of the drastic'steps taken by Soviet
government during the initial stage to build a socialist
society. In the latter stages, particularly during

Rew Economic Policy (NEP) period some concessions

were given to the private prorerty owners, but
withdrawn subsequently in late 1920s and 1930s,

Along with collectivization and industrialization was
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abolished all types of class inequalities,

The educaticn system was rade uvniform with due
emphasis over physical erd non manval training

so that the common differencistion between mental

and manual labour can be eliminated., The main thrust
of planned egelitariaﬁizm was to bring @ revclu-

tionary change in the social structure by way of

throuch the minimizastion of wsge differences so
that re-emercence ¢f the gualiti-s could be
prevented, Complete equality was not and could
not be @ Bolshevik air during the vears fcllcwing
the revclvtion, but what Lenin wanted wss tc
ensure the rule of the proletariat in order to

prepare the back ground of sccialist construction.

Even the wace differentials were narrcwed
down to a large extent in the initial years of
war communism (1°918-21), In this process the pre-

revolutionary class structure of Soviet scciety was
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largely destroyed, partially during the phase of
revolutionary turmoil @nd partially as a result
of ccncious design., The basic stratified social
grours in the initisl stage were the bourgeoise,

the retty bourgecise, peasantry and the proletariat.

The initial pericd of industrialization and
collectivizatioh (1928-20) helped in eliminating
the Kulaks and NEP men and also attempted to remove
the fundamentsl contradicticn in the Soviet economy
exiéting between sccialist industry and private

agriculture,

Since the erd of 1950s there were qualitative
changes in the Soviet social structure. The year
1959 saw an important political event in the Soviet
Union., The extraordinary Twenty-first congress of
the CFSU was held in 1959 which examined and endorsed
the basic directions of the Seven year plan of

development of the national economy (1959-65),
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The Congress reflected extensively on the ccncept
of building the material and technical base of
communism in the USSR, provided @ new stimulus

to the development of a new social structure in

the USSR with the help of STR, This pericd is very

impogtant in the Soviet history.

With the acquisifion of the new advanced
skills and higher education by the people cutting
&cross sccio-economic distinctions, @s both the
pre-requisits and result cf the STR, the incresse
in social wealth and its equitable distribution amcng
the people, with special emphasis to favcur and uplist
the lower strata of the populaticn, there has ccme |
about a further. narrcwing of the sccio-economic and
cultural differences between the working class‘and
the intelligentsia, the peosantry and intedligentsia
andsc.on and so forth, The trend of homogeneity and
convergence among tne people of different classes
and strata have been'taking place at @ higher level.
This is also illustrated by another significant change

in Soviet social structure, namely, the réduction'in
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the number of the peasantry and manual workers,
which means their absorption (through upgrading

of skills and education) into the intellegentsia
_’and skilled labour force, This also means increase

in the number of the latter groups.

Another trend to be}noted is the emergence of
dnter - collective form cooperation and agro-industrial
integration which has been abliterating the traditional
featurés of collective farms, This in associaticn
with the application of the achievements of the STR
to the rural sector have created conditions whereby
another traditional and inherited distinction between

N

rural and urban areas is being graduvally bridged,

The trenﬁ of convergence and homogeneity,
however is not yet completed. Significant functional,
socio-economic and cultural differences persist
among different classes and groups in the Soviet
societys0o: 1s the csse with the differences between
rural and urban ;reas. agriculture and industry and

and so on., With further development of socgialism and
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'its wider application to the society, and industriali-
zation on an intensive scale can eliminate in the

ccurse of time the difference existing at present.

In this period, éhere has also been new
develorments in the class structure, Working class
is developing numerically, peasahtry has been reduced.
Intellegentsia has changed its old nature, Today's
intellegentsia belongs to working class socio-occupationa}
strata are cdeveloping because of intensive industriali-

zation, scientific and technological revolution,

The trend is towards the coming together
of vafious social classes and groups in their cultural,

social and economical -life,
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