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N D E R S T A N D I N G is not 
knowledge, nor is it informa

t ion. It involves the threefold pro
cess of sympathy,- empathy and ap
praisal. Information is necessary; so 
is knowledge. But to understand a 
thing one has to be with it (sym) 
and stand under, go inside its skin 
(em). W i t h o u t these two processes, 
appraisal becomes ex parte judg
ment. There are many Russophis 
in our country, as there were many 
Anglophils at the time of our fathers 
(even now). They would praise 
everything about the USSR, when 
they should appraise. On the other 
hand, there is the legion of anti-
Russians, hysterical like mad der
vishes, who have no patience to be 
informed, to know, to understand, 
who would condemn everything as
sociated wi th Russia. One would 
like to think that either attitude is 
unworthy of a civilised being and 
incompatible wi th the status of an 
Indian. If an Indian is really a ci t i 
zen of an independent country, he 
should at least feel independently, 
even if he cannot think independent
ly. If, on the contrary, he is not so 
modern as all that, he should he 
knowing that this Indian culture has 
absorbed and assimilated many seri
ous challenges to its type, like Bud
dhism, Islam, Christianity', and has 
vigour enough to do the same to 
Communism, which has been de
scribed as a secular religion wi th its 
own millennium, its own apostles, 
its own articles of faith. Really, it 
is not fair to one's self to be afraid. 
Fear clouds understanding and dis
torts judgment. Of course, judg
ment is not the judge's decision. It 
is more like the Scientist's conclu
sion which, by definition, is an tin-
concluded process. The artists would 
call it suspension of judgment, 
(Keats' negative capability) which is 
necessary for assuming justice to the 
characters in order that they may 
attain objectivity and assume the 
roundness of life. This writer hopes 
that his appraisal wil l follow these 
lines. He knows his limitations, e.g., 
his short stay, etc. But he thinks 
that he has seen freely what he con
sidered to be relevant to hi question
ings, and that he has tried to turn 
his l imited experiences over in his 
mind in these two months without 
fear and prejudice. 

First the doubts, and then the 

certainties. How exactly perman
ence and change wi l l be reconciled 
in the USSR? At present, they are 
not- (He has been told by one of 
his discriminating fellow delegates 
that they nave been reconciled in 
one of the Asian States, but Uzbe
kistan could not be visited by this 
writer on account of pressure of 
engagements at home). One notices 
the permanent factors separately 
from the changing ones—the new 
traits. The grafting of the new on 
the old is marked. The joining is 
not perfect. It is neither finished 
gardening nor excellent carpentry. 
It is arguable that Russia lias not 
had a chance since 1917, that it has 
always been surrounded by hostile 
forces, that given time and peace, it 
w i l l make the gap disappear. I t is 
also conceivable that the gap is the 
sign of youth. In the awkward age, 
a growing adult's clothes do not sit, 
his manners arc shy and aggressive, 
his contacts uneasy, and his mental 
evolution is one-sided. A l l this is 
fine, but partly true. Another, ex
planation is the origin in violent 
revolution. As a man carries the 
legacy of traumatic birth for long, 
a people cannot easily get rid of its 
revolutionary bi r th . This looks plau
sible. But there are instances in 
history which do not support i t . 
People's memory is shorter than we 
imagine. Indians wept when Lord 
Mountbatten left. For months the 
two communities were throwing acid 
bulbs at each other in Calcutta; one 
fine morning they began to throw 
ittar at each other. That was Gandhi-
ji's second miracle. Seven years ago 
Germany had to make an uncondi
tional surrender of its arms; now she 
is being requested to be armed. The 
USA seems to have forgiven the 
Pearl Harbour. In fact:, memory is 
always highly selective, particularly 
historical memory. Unless one be
lieves in the theory of organic me
mory, one finds it difficult to accept 
that plausible explanation as the only 
true explanation. 

Probably, a deeper principle em
bedded in Russia's more remote past 
is involved. Russia has been the 
arena of a tug-of-war between Asia 
and Western Europe for the last two 
centuries or more. The., romantic 
exiles of the early and middle nine
teenth century, men like Herzen and 
Belinsky, looked towards the West, 

as Peter did; the Slavophils, and later, 
the Norodniks looked Fast, at their 
own people, the Slavs, and their own 
institutions, the Russian Church and 
the mirs, both of which were indi
genous and ancient. Industrialism 
was Western, and so was Marxism; 
agriculture was Eastern, Russian, and 
so were Bakunin and Kropotkin wi th 
their decentralised economy and phi
losophical anarchism. Lenin had to 
light hard against the vocal vestiges 
of both. On top of that West-East 
conflict, came the revolution destroy
ing all the buffer institutions that had, 
on the one hand, protected the old 
order from collapse and on the oilier 
prevented the new order from full 
emergence. Once they were swept 
away wi th in hardly twelve mouths, a 
vacuum was created. It could have 
been filled if the peasants and the 
workers were really ready with the ex
perience necessary for conducting a 
new type of administration suitable 
to" the new order of production and 
distribution, and to the novel type of 
society envisaged. But obviously, that 
was neither conceivable nor possible. 
The bureaucracy boycotted, the busi
nessmen non-cooperated, when they 
were not liquidated. As E. H. Can-
lias excellently analysed, the gap be
tween theory and reality, between 
West en J Socialism and primitive, un
developed, (Asian) agricultural econo
my, between the town and the village, 
between the highly disciplined party 
and others, was great and yawning. 
The N E P was a desperate attempt to 
bridge i t . It was only after many years 
of fumbling that the foundations of 
the bridge were laid. Probably, the 
creaking and the rumbling one hears, 
the imperfect joining one notices, can 
be traced to the gap slashed by the 
revolution in the social structure and 
stratification. In the Chinese revolu
tion this is reported to have been 
avoided, which makes one doubt if the 
Russian pattern can be taken as uni
versal. In India, the continuity of 
traditions is much stronger than it was 
in Russia. So if this is sharply broken, 
the new pattern may be rootless. It 
w i l l have to search for roots again, and 
create them. Unfortunately, roots 
take a long time to grow. Mean
while, vulgarity alone may have the 
run of culture. 

Two concrete gaps may be men
tioned. The first is in the students' 
curricula and the second is in the 
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Fine Arts, in Economies and Phi
losophy the course begins wi th 
Marx and ends in Stalin. Reports 
are also included, but as they are 
party reports they are essentially 
Marxist but suffer from the vaga-
ries of policy. The average student's 
knowledge though its standard is 
higher than the average Indian's is 
partial. For example, he does not 
know Malthus or Sismondi, Keynes, 
Pareto or Walras, nor for the matter 
of that, the latest theoretical refine
ments of Marxism. Conceding 
that the average is average, one 
would have expected these young 
Marxists to know the enemies of 
Marxism, at least, W h e n it was 
pointed out to some senior students 
that Malthus and Sismondi had 
their own theories of gluts and 
slumps and Marx sometimes sailed 
close to the underconsumption 
theory they shrugged their shoulders. 
They" thought of" Malthus as the 
Dezi l , the originator of the bour
geois, pessimistic nonsense about 
population. Keynes, of course, they 
dismissed summarily. Probably, it 
was in revenge of Keynes' ignorance 
and contempt for Marx and Marx 
ism as belonging to the underworld 
of economics. Keynes would often 
introduce drawing-room remarks into 
his public writings; but that does not 
reduce his rich significance. Some 
intelligent economists think that he 
has sabotaged capitalism, and others 
put him up as the only saviour of 
the world against Marxism. In any 
case, he is vitally important. In the 
course of a discussion, a brilliant 
young Russian asked. " Do you ac
cept Kevnesian doctrines for an un
developed country like yours?'' 
W h e n the answer was in the nega
tive he said, " T h e n why read h im?" 
It appeared strange to one who had 
been used to useless literature 
throughout his life and calling it 
the ingredient of disinterested 
knowledge. Economists like Sraffa, 
Dobb, Mrs Robinson, Cairncross and 
W i l e v were at Moscow. The first 
two have been editing Ricarclo, and 
the third has been marrying Keynes 
to Marx and Rosa Luxemburg. We 
in India may be over-emphasising 
their contributions, yet theirs is no 
mean contribution to Marxism as a 
branch of the magnificent tree of 
classical economics. The same in
difference was in the Philosophy and 
History courses. But a change in 
the Philosophy course was faintly 
perceptible. Locke and Hume, 
Leibnitz, Spinoza and Descartes are 
percolating through the syllabus. 
History means economic interpreta
t ion of history and l i t t le else. At 
the same t ime, the interpretation is 

in terms of heroes and heroic strug
gles. But both the impersonal forces 
and the personal ones are selected. 
One doubts if such blinkers would 
be useful anywhere but in the race
course which is not always life's 
course. Criticism on this line was 
met by the statement, " We wi l l 
do it, only we should have peace." 
It is a legitimate answer, yet does 
not the theory of ' one at a time ' 
contradict the very spirit, though 
not the letter, of Marxism? Marx-
ism is the very negation of com part-
mental Ration and of mechanical 
separation of steps. Is it the rem
nant of vulgar Marxism—that which 
swears by a unilinear explanation of 
the social process? Is it implicit in 
the instrumentalist version of Marx
ism in which theory- receives its vali
dity from practice? One wonders if 
this is Dewey ism or Marxism. Or is 
the contradiction between the heroic 
and the economic interpretation of 
history the old unresolved conflict 
between the Carlylean version of 
history as the biography of great men 
and the Tolstoyan version of history 
as the making of l i t t le men and the 
masses? 

In the Fine Arts, many doubts 
assailed this writer's bourgeois taste. 
He visited all the important galle
ries, museums, and churches in 
Moskva and Leningrad. The ikons 
of old are marvellous; and they have 
been kept with religious cleanliness 
and devotion (like the Czarist 
palaces). As everybody knows, the 
Hemitage in the Winter Palace is a 
great collection. In the Italian hall, 
rococo and baroque crowd with the 
masters. The French rooms contain 
even Fragouard and Waileau but no 
Impressionists and Post-impression
ists, Crenze is also there! Prob
ably, the new regime has kept the 
Hermitage collection as it was. But 
the point is the deliberate exclusion 
of Impressionist painting from all 
galleries on the ground that it is 
bourgeois. So it was said. Now, 
Impressionism is the logical conclu
sion of a certain type of naturalism. 
It springs from the direct contact be
tween the human eye and light, the 
dynamic principle of nature. Wh i l e 
it: is true that some fine line can be, 
and has been, drawn between natu
ralism and realism, they belong in 
reality to the same genus. One 
would have thought that the Social 
Realist school, which is the ruling 
one, would strike a family connection 
with the Impressionists and their 
followers. No such sign was visible. 
In Apri l Russia was celebrating Leo
nardo on a grand scale. Thousands 
of children were being escorted to 

and lectured on Leonardo in the 
museum halls. It was a grand sight. 
W i l l Cezanne, Manet, Monec, 
Degas, Van Gogh be similarly hon
oured? Could they be? The Tetr i -
akoy gallery is a purely Russian 
affair. Here the arrangement is one 
of unfolding Russian themes and 

Russian art. Al l such purely national 
galleries become monotonous at the, 
end. So one expects a marked, a 
revolutionary change in technique to 
relieve the monotony. There was 
l i t t le of it. But there was a subtle 
change in themes. In portraits— 
and there are some magnificent ones 
—the face comes close to the Rus
sian type; in landscapes, the scenes 
become typically Russian; in groups, 
the Czar's family, the nobility and 
the saints and bishops recede before 
workers and peasants, before Lenin 
and Stalin, before the heroes of 
fields and factories, the collective 
fanner and Stakhanovites, before the 
soldier and the pilot. A few of 
these post-revolutionary paintings 
reveal an unknown vigour of charac
ter and colour, but the technique is 
mostly that of Repin, Ivanov and 
Verschagin. The humour of the 
cartoons, which arc on large scale, 
has not the subtlety of a Beerbolun 
or Low. They are broad, patent, 
and painted by the axe. Vet some 
of them are very telling. 

Not much opportunity was availed 
of for meeting the artists and writers 
to know their points of view. It is 
not true to say that they do not 
discuss. That they do vigorously. 
Proofs of sharp and trenchant critic 
ism were available. Doubts were ex
pressed about the Stalir prize win
ning novels, poems and dramas. 
(Even the architecture of the Under
ground-—the famous Moskva's Metro 
was not spared. But the new Rus-
sian architecture has not vet arrived. 
It is still the derivative of American 
sky-scrapers. The chilcrence is in 
the rents and residents and in the 
economics of real estate.) Vet the 
entire art and literary movement is 
within the ambit of Social Realism, 
The history of this movement, is 
known to the student of Kuropeaii 
art; so it need not be traced here. 
But one aspect of the matter, as it 
struck one man, needs ment ioning 
The two major instances of stark 
naturalism and/or realism in por
traiture in the ancient world are the 
late Egyptian and the late 'Roman. 
Heads of scribes and senators wil l at 
once be remembered. Their fidelity 
to the original springs from a certain 
philosophy, a world-outlook, which 
believes in the almost physical con
t inuity of individual life after death. 
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The Kaa, or the shadow, is the exact 
replica of the material original. 
There is life after death, and that 
life has the same physical needs. 
Both the Egyptians and t h e Romans 
built for eternity, which, so to say, 
was homogeneous t ime extended be
yond the horological t ime. Such 
time is cyclical, because it turns back 
on itself. If death is as it was in 
life, then art must be as it is in life, 
that is, naturalistically representa
tional. 

Some such assumption appeared 
to be implicit in social realism. The 
Russian painters' realism seems to 
be springing from a deep faith in the 
continuity of life after death. There 
is no break, no hiatus, no transfor
mation; like the poet's brook, life 
goes on for ever. Its basis is mate
rial, but not materialistic. Its future 
is an extended, enlarged, enriched 
version of the present. The social 
element of its social realism is, nega
tively, a protest against art for art's 
sake, and positively, human and col
lectively human. But if dialectics 
posits transformation at a certain 
stage, time cannot be linear. The 
Russian artist: transforms with the 
help of social ideas and bright 
colours. His theme is the sen sate. 
But the sensate has not yet been 
' idealised ', that is, transmuted, as 
Greek Art in Europe was out of the 
natural and the real. Here is the 
basic gap. The continuity of the 
present and the future, faith and 
action, theory and practice is on the 
visible plane. Social realism is the 
theory of the topical; it belongs to 
this age. It wi l l surely transcend 
itself. No efficial whip wi l l be ne
cessary. A vigorous people do not 
depend on extraneous aids, although 
leadership wi l l always canalise the 
social urges. 

W h i c h leads to the certainties 
through doubt. The abiding im
pression of certainty is of collective 
vigour and purposiveness. At this 
moment the Russians arc determin
ed to live and live better. For which, 
they want peace. Their collectivity 
is not of the anonymous crowd sway
ed by emotions; it is not of the in
choate mass; it is not of the un
differentiated horde or herd driven 
by instincts. It is rational in so far 
as planned advance is rational, as the 
making of history by collective 
human endeavour is rational. Histo
ry for them, is not missing and hit
t ing, h i t t ing and missing, a series of 
ad hoc measures, the blind man's 
buff. Chance, for them, is not b l ind; 
it is only the penumbra of statistical 
probability. Probably, the irrational 

factors are a b i t too rigorously ex
cluded, but unreason too is not an 
ageless category. It changes, and in 
the process of change it becomes 
subject to reason and rational treat
ment. This is the meaning of socia
list ' regimentation '; it is the process 
of subjecting unreason to reason. 
When a particular system is criticis
ed as totalitarian and regimented, it 
is assumed that human nature is un
changeable, that is, its irrationality is 
permanent. The assumption is not 
that human nature is free. But rea
son, which means human reason and 
not divine reason, alone can bring 
order out of the chaotic changes of 
irrationalities. This may appear to 
be the legacy of the philosophy of 
Enlightenment. But it is not really 
so. It is essentially Marxist. Marx
ism informs this collective endea
vour, directs it and stabilises i t . It 

is certain that the Russians w i l l not 
give us their socialism, war or no 
war. For the world, Socialism is 
now a historical fact to be objective
ly reckoned w i th . One must respect 
i t , because respect conies from the 
recognition of the other's objecti
vity. Of course, a socialist country, 
or say, a country more than three-
quarters of the way to socialism, is 
a new thing, but the renewal of 
man through rational common acti
vity does not deserve irrational hat
red because it is new. It demands 
understanding. If reason do not 
call unto reason, let its unreason
able appeal to millions of human 
beings evoke a rational approach, a 
scientific attitude. It is unworthy 
of human intelligence not to recog
nise the certainties of history. 

(Concluded) 
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