ﬁ!"

Dear Héya:

I am again somevhaet late 1in replylng but, I trust, not unduiy so,
Whet 13 mors aerious, the quallty of my comments may vory woll prove a
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strong disappointment: they are essentially "small talk® and are confinad
almoat‘excluaivaly to points of fact which luok vory minoer indesd xmd irn-
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comparison with the broed 8weep of your presentation and with the dimensiong
of haziec problems involved, The area of disagreement on the latter 1s large':
[ doubt the vallidity of the

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

conomy; morsover, I csnnot,

in 211 honesty, ccnsider mysell a Marxist these days, If I had mors time
.at my disposal, I would be glad %o -

“Just for the sake of discugsion (I cortainly would not axpect to convinoe .

"7 YOu = you heard most of such argumeniis before), But since the tiue situsio
© 7 is as whebched as it 13, T shall confine myself to smallep points, "although
. Bome of my remerks will undoubted g

1y bs colored by my "daviationiamﬂ.,.
‘ \(/Plsa The footnote on Trotzky and Stalin 1s not very clsar, First of all,
3% 18 not olear which "plan” are you reforring to: it would te presumably
saler” to.say that Irotsky stressed the need for centralized overall R
planningicarlisr than thx S. and B, amixthnk and/or that in Yyears 1827/28
.fhe»favored;highar tempos of growth, Besldes, 1t 1s not 11tarally_cérrectj'
‘that. Stalin indorsed the "enail’s pace" idesa: yaady.
-in 1926-~27 different notaes although with regard to pracitlecal policians
~there waa no dizagresment b

etween him and B, at that time, This moy be
a mnelllish point, but you'd bettap rhrese 1t 1

otharwise'pro-Staliniats may have scmothing to shout about, - Same page:
~ " NEB was Pntroduced in 1921, no% in 19253, . T o

Bxisn - :
C/fp. 7.- "The whole cost of industrialization and militerization bhes bden -
borne.., through turnoven tax"/ How ahout compulsory deliveries by the

collective farmy? : ,

P.10. Typing arror: bercentage figure for ma
44,3, not 44,8 ror 1928,

ans of production should be
(you have it right at another place),

Vé;.IQ. The statemsnttthat "the Commissariat of Justice is nothing other
than the G.P,U, which etc.ete," 1s somawhat confusing. Why not say that
it 43 a tool of the G, P, ? :

\/ P.15. Your 2,400 per cent Inerease in silk is due to a misplacement of ﬁ&; i.”'
»- dacimal point: thas 1936 outpdt was 51,220, not 512,000, Eutdwx Besides: !
the remaining discrapancy between the .

rates of growth in cotton and allk,
Yery large, proves lass than you want 1t to prove, in view of the
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. g4pf tremendous dlfference in sbsolute amountd: in 1934 f(the only year

fop which I have comparable figures at my nlbow) the amcunt off cotton
2upxwt oloth {in maters) ¥ yuxamaeRk fes moroe than 866 times the
sive of the amount of sllk produced, end 1t 1s slways easy to show terrific
porcentage inereases when ono starts from & very low base, L cervainly
raalizeé that even after ali this has been baken into account, therse 12 3441l
plenty of rocm reontroversy as to the meaning of the thing. Maybe, I shall

~ have g chance to say something about 1t latex.

p.18. Instesd of Wpukharin-Flatekov trial! it should be: "Radel~Piatalov
trial". Bukharin was tried later togother with Rykov and (if I am not
mis_t_aken) with Yagodon. :

e ﬁé.ck'fc the 'pa.goﬁ i7 ond 18. I believe that you oWe your reoadors 2n explané.f

“tion why do you consider the groups llsted in yous tabla a ruling sless
-unleas (which 18 quite unlikely, to gay the qeast) you assume that aach

hievarchy in skills and responsibility 'implies 2 class differentiatinn. You:

sheuld say at: least gomething about shnk lncome differentinls. dsfficultias:

4n ‘social mobility and the like. Even thon, many poaders wmit (inolunding ..

- myself) will posaibly disegree, but at least they will undergband your -

. position better.

‘pi 20, I do not Mmow what ere the veasons for statoment that "the full

- ry(of the purges)was anlocsed ageinst the workers'and what 'mass. aves?

'you have in mind, I am gnvlined to assumo that (in percentage terms the -

- party buresucracy and the manegarisl group Wers mach stronger affecred. - .
T equally doubt the fmpiled assumption that formerx workers are predoml="
nantb Imxikaxewwk among the inmajes of concentratlon sempg,t may be wrong, o
this, and I may very well misunderstand yoa, but this 1s one mors resason
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why. such statements should be olaborated on a 1little mora, &nd substantiated |

by whatever evidence there 1a.

p.23. I suggeat that you chack the fipurss in your teble oncd moreo, bacaunse
while most of thom are undoubtsdly OK, there are a few mistakes (e.gepin
the tractor serias it should bey: 48.9 th., for 19832, 51 th. for Ty
' 31.1 th. for 1940}, If you 4o not have the orlginal gources in Detroit,
you could use Donald Hodgmen's soviet Industrial Production, 1928-1951,
or Harry Schwdrtz! huds amia SOviet Lconomy, Bnd ed,, 84 To11ADLO Telarence:
You could ak#io conisider mentioning The raal wage sstimates of Janet (}'111'.3:91119::3.3Z

(Review of Eccnomics and Statlstics, Way, 1954},

p.26. Pour statement that the rule over the world market is the koy motive
behind tho dognabt' 1 peregnat! 18, to be surs, one of the conkroversial
igsues, You may have argued some of the basic problens jnvolbed in an eaxrldo
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- @hapter. At any rata, it is not Immediately svident (1) why the rule.

of the worl market ia ghe ‘sontrolling conslderation for an sconemisc
tystem which ls autarkis, totalitarien, and not sufforing fiom the lanic
of effevtlve demand, and(2) why 28 tnere 1s no mention of the dessire to
- meximize the military power as well as the Power over its owm society, "

" Xou certeinly have some definlie idoas as to how deas it fit in into your
world market business., It would be desirable to indicats them,

Beck to p.22. An index of Soviet industrlsal production is avallable: the
trouble 1s, to be sure, that 1ts weights sre, for mony roasons, inadequate
and misleading, al least up to 1950, It would e adviszable for you %o
 m#ks this point ather to leave the reader with an impression tkat such :
‘an’ 'indeX poesibly does not exist at all. {(in order to have a handy reference
on the subject, you could use Chap.I of Hodgman's already quoted beok or
the symposivm In the Review of Ee, Statisties, Nov,1947),
A ———. o

+

- Pe28, Your analogy betwesn Soviet and American purges is cartainly - )
- provocative, but it would call either for slaboration or {(mch rathwy, I -0
. would say) for a very strong qualification in order to be defensitr .-
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" eaplier _ N | . S
.5 P.30, Ses commoni on p.20 (rsgarding werkers as main vietims and chief
. reslsters), ' o o ' AU

s

P.44,:I doubt very much that V.'s "pevalations on the state of the Russian
cconomy™ were.the reason for his liquidation: firat of 2ll, they did not
eontalin anything startling in thalir detcription of the waib=torn economy, .
‘aecondly they were pormitted to ¢ireulate, dnder highest praise, for more
than ‘a year (1 not longer) after thely appearance, In commection with'
this; I definitely reel that your ealier remarks (p,31l) about the wartime
developments are, at the very leakt, swverely incémplete unlessa eccompanied )
by reservatlon that some developments of that sort ave absolutel irevitable
in anyeconomy in condtIons of total warfare and of large~scale eremy. '
occupation of the country,
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p.46, Stalin's piece eppeersd in Octobsr, 1952.(not in 1953), More important
1y, I believe 1t 1z xmomewhat risky to attribute the deterisration in i
economic sltuation to people's reaction to its measage rather than to ERE
very real difficultiss (particularly in agriculture) which kept accumilating

over the preceding years, particularly since Koiraa, D

May I conclude with a few mora general remerks, First of =211, there is a
problem whether 1t would not be desirable to bréng the stetistical infore
mation more up te date, or at least to rogiater your opinlon (with a few
selective and suggestive flgures to izlustrate 1t) thath things romalned
oseentially th PRE: toa ereral_trends go) also in the .
Should you decide in fevor of it, you could U&e Ehe book :
by Harry Schwartz, The January,1¢58 issue of the Anmals of the Amer, Acagdemy
ofx Pol,Z%.80c, Sciance (particularly Grossman's plece on agriculbture) afd -
Bergson's article in Jamary, 1956 issue of Foreign Affeira, /
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. The second point is. perhaps more importantQQE“BHItavo"tﬁﬁf"iod shall .
bo lnevitably confronted with a barrage of rheborical questions conteriag 1.3
9ggentially arcand one big problem: apre not the main problems {or at - Iy
least ok of them) like faster incraase In prodgucers geods then in'
‘eonsumers goods, increasing wage diff'erentials te., inherent in any :

tria

'f'o asgigt 1t? TI so, .18 the altenative you heve in nind? No industrial
izatlion at all? Or different type of induatrialifation? I am mare that
these . are ¥ery old questions for you, but I feellthat your chapter would

gain if you cenld

and %o’ indfcate (you hardly ean 4o more than tha

L earteinly cannot
bates to see the a1
ard sey that all ¢
and no more, I &m
convey, end whils
would not like it

nly resliz ral part of the whols, I hops that

“you will take alil

declsion on all points I raised will be.

P,S8, I would certainly be glad to send you a copy of my masterpiace

tut I have just on

on 1t currently, New School for Social Research (66 V/,12th 8%t) has two. .

bound and elean co
however, I think t
contained in Proeo

f%f ' wnHpom it ff@uu%*-
' ' ~

zatlon developing without sulstantial foreign Thvestment

take the reader mope in your cogfldence on- this Subjact:,‘1

vhat your anawer 1g,
guarantee in advence that T wil]l mgrea, But T would
tnation when al12 kinds of characters will jump upon you

hils is at 1%s best s good plece ol moral indipnation

21 3 important message to
it vitably become & target for ecrlticism, I g
to bacome an easy target, not even in its part wiich is,.

my eriticisms In this spirit,whatever your eventual

With best regards and good wishes for the .

New Yoar,

Yours,

Al

Aléxandsr Erlich

e copy in loose sheets left with mg and I am working
ples: they misht he willing to lend them to you, Honastly7
hat ¥ needed for your purposcs is -
brazhenskil and Stalin Bapers you heve aeen,




