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substance of life, becomes synonymous with culture.

Some participants, however, recognized in Lenin,
above all, his ability as a man of action, but cautioned
against attributing qualities that he did not possess
to this most modest of men.

“His genius lay in his talent for decision-making as
well as in his acute understanding of political
situations and his eye for the opportune moment and
the practical possibilities they opened up,” said Pro-
fessor Alfred G. Meyer, Director of the Center for
Russian and East European Studies of the University
of Michigan, U.S.A.

Professor Meyer stressed Lenin’s unsentimentality
and matter-of-factness and his resolve, despite all
need for polemics, always to look the truth straight
in the face, to face what he called “living life" (zhivaya
zhizn).

“Lenin”, Professor Meyer said, “is indeed the one
who would be my first choice if | had to select that
person who has had the most profound impact on
our century. There is no doubt that the revolution he
accomplished and the society he started to build have
had repercussions in all areas of life, including
science, education and culture. My own appraisal
would be that these have not always been positive
repercussions...”

After speaking at length of the great simplicity

and modesty of Lenin, Professor Meyer expressed -

his doubts about the manner in which Lenin’s perso-
nality and accomplishments were portrayed in certain
quarters.

Other participants at the Symposium recalled
Lenin's attitude towards problems of minority groups
and languages and stressed his actions in this respect
(see article by Professor Posti of the Faculty of
Philosophy of the University of Helsinki, Finland,
page 16). Finally, Professor Cheikh Anta Diop, Direc-
tor of the, Radiocarbon Laboratory of the Fundamental
Institute of Black Africa in Dakar (Senegal), examined
the relationship between the history of African
societies and dialectical materialism.

But the focal point of the debate was Lenin and
culture. A discussion began among the participants
to define more clezarly the reservations Lenin had
made about “proletarian culture” as conceived by

Bogdanov and the Protelkult, that is, a culture arising
entirely from the, proletariat and wholly created by it.

It was carefully pointed out that Lenin had never
subscribed to such views, not for reasons of personal
taste which, in any event, he would not have intro-
duced into the debate, but for general reasons. It
was emphasized that Lenin considered of capital im-
portance for the new culture what he described as
“the assimilation of the bourgeois legacy”, in other
words, open acceptance of the great cultural trea-
sures in mankind’'s cultural past.

“After coming to power”, said Professor Alexis
Rumyantsev, Vice-President of the Academy of Scien-
ces of the U.S.S.R.,, Moscow, ‘it is in the field of
culture that the real revolutionary problem lies.” In
a study prepared for the Symposium, Professor Ru-
myantsev had stated: “By culture Lenin meant the
fundamental principles of human behaviour, deeply
rooted in thinking, in the mind. He saw in culture the
organic basis of human actions, their social, psycho-
logical and intellectual mechanism. That is why, for
Lenin, the social quality of the economy, of the appa-
ratus of state, depended necessarily on culture.”

Here it is clear that the word culture is taken in a
sense which goes far beyond its usually accepted
meaning and in this context has much broader and
wider connotations and implications.

As Jean-Jacques Marie, Professor of the Lycée
Voltaire in Paris, stated: “Lenin did not defend culture
as a precious object or as a relic to be admired, but
as a living means to awareness, that is to say, as
a factor in the proletariat’s struggle for emancipation
destined ultimately to produce a culture superior to
the existing bourgeois culture, which it would not
destroy but outstrip by integrating it into a world
from which would have vanished the exploitation of
man by man, opposing classes and their struggle,
the division between manual and intellectual work,
all of which have left their mark on the finest pro-
ducts of bourgeois culture.”

Professor Roque Gonzalez Salazar, of the Inter-
national Studies Centre, College of Mexico City,
Mexico, added that one of Lenin's great merits was
to “have seen clearly that man must base his creative
power on the efforts of his fellows and even on those
of preceding generations.” u
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by Mstislav Keldysh

President of the Academy
of Sciences of the U.S.S.R.

HEN the first man-made
satellite—Sputnik 1—was launched
into space, on October 4, 1957, it focus-
ed an excited world's attention on the
immense possibilities open to mankind
in an entirely new scientific era.

Yet this first space venture also
marked a watershed in the develop-
,ment of science in the U.S.S.R. and
when we look back towards the early
days of the 1917 revolution and the
years that followed it we can distin-
guish one hand already sowing the
seeds of this triumph of Soviet science
—the hand of Vladimir Lenin.

Despite the complex problems with
which he was faced in the early days
following the revolution, Lenin, from
the first, realized the importance of
the role that science was to play in
the rebuilding of his country.

Indeed, all of Lenin's work—as a
politician, statesman and public figure
—is inseparable from science. As a
scientist myself, what has always
struck me in Lenin's intellectual work
is the manner in which his theoretical
conclusions were invariably based on
a scientific analysis and critical
examination of all the facts and data
available. One other special attribute
of his researches was the close
connexion he always maintained
between theoretical formulations and
their practical application.

A perfect example of the way in
which Lenin grasped the essence of
modern science is to be seen in his
analysis of the cardinal philosophical
problems raised by the progress made
in physics.

The turn of the century, as we know,
was marked bv a series of discoveries
which were to lead to a complete

Lenin
and

the development
of science

revolution in physics, and eventually
to the development of the physics of
today. Thus, the advances in electro-
dynamics opened the way to the theory
of relativity and the discovery of new
and more precise space-time relation-
ships. Research into the theory of
opaque bodies and the photo-electric
effect made possible the formulation
of the quantum theory,

These new ideas and theories, to
which were soon to be added the
discovery of radioactivity and radium,
could no longer be fitted into the
19th century concept of physics or into
the electro-magnetic concept of the
universe that had succeeded the
mechanical concept.

Serious difficulties arose. In parti-
cular, the conclusion of the classic
electron theory, according to which
electrons had mass and electro-
magnetic characteristics, was Inter-
preted by many mechanistic and posi-
tivist physicists of the time as a verit-
able “disappearance of matter”.
Research scientists spoke heatedly of
“the big crisis in physics”.

In 1909, Lenin entered the scene
with his work Materialism and Empirio-
Criticism. This was his reply to the
philosophical problems raised by the
latest scientific discoveries. Lenin
pointed out that the crisis in physics
perceptible at the beginning of the
century was just the first step
challenging “the old laws and basic
principles”, and that the change affect-
ed the postulates of physics that had
been thought unalterable. The crisis,
Lenin said, marked the beginning of
a complete revolution in physics.

Our knowledge is relative, Lenin
wrote, and knowledge of nature pro-

gresses by gradual improvement in
scientific thought approaching ever
closer to the truth. The great dis-
coveries in physics at the turn of the
century prove one thing, he said,
namely, the inadequacy of the mecha-
nistic concept. Matter does not
“disappear” but manifests itself in
new, more concrete forms, hitherto un-
known, providing science with a
deeper understanding of the physical
properties of matter and the inter-
relations existing between its different
states and conditions.

“To say that matter has disappear-
ed” Lenin wrote, “is merely to state
that the limits of our knowledge of
matter have disappeared and that our
understanding has deepened. The
properties of matter that formerly
appeared absolute, unalterable and
immutable . . . have disappeared and
are now recognized as being relative
and inherent only in certain states of
matter.”

He stressed that “. . . the one and
only 'property’ of matter that philoso-
phical materialism recognized is that
it is an objective reality, existing apart
from our consciousness”. And here
he pronounced his famous philo-
sophical dictum: “the electron is as
inexhaustible as the atom; nature is
infinite . . .”

| do not think that at that time a
single physicist anywhere suspected
that the electron had other properties
than those of possessing mass and
an electric charge. But in the half
century that has elapsed since then,
the electron has been revealed to have
such multiple properties that the thesis
put forward theoretically by Lenin is

CONTINUED PAGE 8
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by
Lauri A. Posti

Professor at the Faculty
of Philosophy, University
of Helsinki (Finland)

N the early days of the
Soviet Union, nationalities policy ques-
tions were vitally important, since
national minorities comprised over
50 per cent of the entire population.
In Czarist times, these minorities were
subdued and oppressed in many ways.

As many of them had never had a
literary language, it was most difficult
to make just arrangements and help
to raise their cultural standards. The
scattered examples of literature written
in certain native languages consisted
mainly of religious books. The minor-
ity nationalities were mostly illiterate.
Under the Czars, only about 26 per
cent of the whole population was
literate; among some nationalities. not
even 1 per cent were literate.

As a schoolboy, Lenin was already
familiar with this problem. He was
born in Simbirsk (modern Ulyanovsk)
on the Volga, and always had a warm
sympathy for the Chuvashes, Mordvi-
nians, Tatars and Votyaks (Udmurts),
oppressed nationalities who lived in
the area.

The many years Lenin spent in exile,
often far from his native land, no doubt
helped to confirm his conviction of the
importance of the nationalities ques-
tion. . He mastered several foreign
languages, and, deeply attached as he
was to the Russian language and
culture, it is obvious that his long stay
in foreign surroundings emphasized
for him the importance of native
tongues.

In his extensive literary output Lenin
repeatedly returned to the nationalities
question and the importance of native
languages and cultures, always stress-
ing that all should have equal impor-
tance, even going so far as to suggest
that there was no need for an obli-
gatory official language.

In “Is an obligatory official language
necessary?”, published in Proletars-
kaja Pravda on lanuary 18, 1914,

Lenin |
and cultural rights
of minorities

arguing against the views expressed
by the Russian Liberal Party on the
language question, Lenin concludes as
follows: “Hence, Russian Marxists
consider that it is necessary not to
have an obligatory official language;
that the population must be provided
with schools and instruction in all the
regional languages; and that a basic
provision must be included in the
Constitution declaring all privileges
whatsoever null and void of any par-
ticular nation, this annulment also to
concern all infringements whatsoever
of the rights of national minorities”.

Lenin has given his detailed reasons
in “Critical Remarks on the National
Question” and “The Right of Nations
to Self-Determination”, books written
in 1913 and 1914, which provided the
theoretical national programme of the
coming revolution,

Soon after the October Revolution
in which the Bolsheviks seized power,
the Council of the People’s Commis-
sars, issued the “Declaration of Rights
of the Peoples of Russia”, signed by
Lenin, declaring its intention of basing
Russian nationalities policy on the
following principles:

H The equality and sovereignty of.

the peoples of Russia.

H The right of the peoples of Russia
to free self-determination, up to and
including secession and the formation
of an independent State.

B The abolition of all national and
national-religious privileges and res-
trictions.

B The free development of the
national minorities and ethnographical
groups inhabiting the territory of
Russia.

In accordance with the second of
these principles Lenin, as Chairman
of the Council of the People's Com-
missars, signed the decision at the
end of December 1917 acknowledg-
ing the independence of Finland, on

the proposal of the Government of
Finland. This was an act of states-
manship which the whole Finnish
nation gratefully recognizes.

In many earlier statements Lenin,
who was well acquainted with con-
ditions in Finland where he had taken
refuge several times from Czarist
persecution, had expressed the view
that Finland was entitled to indepen-
dence if the Finnish people so wanted.

HEN conditions finally be-
came settled in the Soviet Union,
energetic efforts were made to develop
the languages and cultures of national
minorities, in accordance with a
decision of the tenth Communist Party
Congress in 1921, with Lenin as Chair-
man.

Alphabets and principles of ortho-
graphy had to be created for languages
that had never beer written before.
Experts had to decide which dialect
or dialects should provide the basis of
the literary language. This often
demanded extensive research.

The sound system of the language
had to be scrutinized, and what seem-
ed to be the vital dialect or dialects
identified. Specialized terminologies
had to be created since they were
naturally lacking in languages that had
been used only as regional spoken
languages.

In devising new alphabets, the Latin
alphabet, considered to be the most
international, was taken as a basis. A
centre was set up to handle the
general and theoretical problems,
with local committees for the various
languages. As many nationalities had

"no specialists of their own, Russian

experts often had to do the basic
research. In the interests of unifor-



















































CIGARETTES AND ADVERTISING

Sir,

Your article, “The Case Against
Smoking” (May 1970 number) says that
steps have been taken against the
advertising of tobacco in several coun-
tries, Including France. The only limit-
ing factor in France, as far as | know,
is that the State holds the tobacco
monopoly and consequently it alone
can advertise French and foreign brands
of cigarettes. But the official orga-
nization that handles tobacco for the
government can advertise as much as
it deems fit.

To my knowledge, there are no laws
governing the advertising of tobacco
in France. The International Code for
Fair Practice in Advertising, drawn up
by the International Chamber of Com-
merce, can be discounted since it has
no legal force. In the United States
cigarette packets carry a warning that
smoking is a health hazard. Why not
apply the same rule to American ciga-
rettes sold in France?

Why do we use advertising to en-
courage people to smoke? And why do
soldiers in France receive part of their
pay as a cigarette issue (are these a
necessity of life?).

Jean Chaumien
Strasbourg, France

PORTRAIT OF MONGOLIA

Sir,

| was delighted with the article on
my country published in your November
1969 issue. Special thanks are due to
your staff and to the authors of the
article, Konrad Facknitz and Lev Kos-
tikov, for their first rate account which
accurately describes life today in the

Mongolian People’s Republic.
Jambalyn Banzar
Permanent Delegate of the
Mongolian People’s Republic to Unesco

WORLD OF SILENCE

Sir,

| am sure your magazine has contri-
buted in a large measure to uplift, guide
and channelize the present turbulent
thinking in right directions. My vocation
is teaching the deaf children in Bombay.
Time and again your enlightened maga-
zine has thrown light on other han-
dicapped problems like “Blindness™ etc.,
but so far | have not come across any
article in your magazine on problems of
the deaf.

The deaf are always misunderstood,
underrated, and their talents always
undermined. Public, Press and States
have not given sufficient thought to
this very vital problem. Because the
deaf wear no crutches, or bandages or
braces and look so normal their han-
dicap has been badly ignored and
neglected all over the world. In India
the problem is colossal, although since
3-4 years people concerned with it are
trying to rouse public opinion.

The deaf have all normal faculties but
they are imprisoned in a world of no
speech and no sound. The world is
like a silent screen to them. They see
people moving and talking but without

Letters to the Editor

the stimulus of hearing, the world

appears dead for them. May | therefore

request you to take up this problem

in your magazine and give it a deserving
lead.

R. R. Pavri

Bombay, India

CAIRO’S MOUKHTAR MUSEUM

Sir,

The photo story, “The Fabulous
Treasures of Cairo’s Museums™, (April
1970) states that works of great Euro-
pean artists—Goya, Delacroix, Rubens,
Van Gogh, etc,—and of Egyptian
painters such as Mahmoud Said and
Mohammad Negui, are displayed in
Cairo's Moukhtar Museum.

The art works in question are, in fact,
displayed in the Mohammed Mahmoud
Khalil Museum in Cairo. The Moukhtar
Museum, which was inaugurated in
1964, is exclusively devoted to the
works of the famous Egyptian sculptor,
Mahmoud Moukhtar (1891-1934).

Osman Nowaya
Cairo, U.A.R.

ROOTS OF PEACE
Sir,

Your issue on education (January
1970) was most interesting, but |1 was
disappointed to find no mention of the
World Association for the School as
an Instrument of Peace (President:
Jacques Mublethaler, 5 rue du Simplon,
Geneva, Switzerland).

You presented many other subjects—
the teacher shortage, how and what
to teach, etc—but did not touch on
“schools and peace”. In a number
dealing with “Education at the Cross-
roads”, this was a regrettable omission.

How can education be revitalized when,
as you pointed out, $4,000,000,000,000
will be spent on armaments over the
next ten years? If arms take prece-
dence over education, is it not because
school lessons are still concerned with
the "art” of war, because national
heroes and national victories are glo-
rirified, because other nations are term-
ed "enemies”, and other peoples not
deemed worthy of respect because they
are “different”? Furthermore, far too
much emphasis is laid on the idea of
nationalities and races. Nor are these
pressures applied only in history
lessons.

In what lessons are children taught
ideas of tolerance, service, respect and
responsibility towards others, or the
need to conquer the spirit of egotism
which creates a barrier in, human rela-
tions.

C. Testelin
Geneva, Switzerland

LITTLE-KNOWN EDUCATOR

Sir,

| read your special number, “"Edu-
cation at the Crossroads® with great
interest, particularly the article by Paui
Lengrand, "Education put to the Ques-
tion.”

Having worked for a number of years
in the "Modern School Movement™ in
France, | was delighted to find the

name of its founder, Célestin Freinet,
figuring among those of Pestalozzi.
Dewey, Makarenko and other noted
ecucational reformers.

Freinet is still unknown in France,
even though the “renovation of edu-
cation®™ in the country has paid lip

service to this ideas. Why not devote

space in a future issue to Freinet's life,
studies and views?

M. Ducouret

Nohant-Vicq, France

THIRD WORLD SPENDING
ON EDUCATION

Sir,

Your interesting article, "Education...
But for Whom?..And How?™ (January
1970) states that most of the less well
off countries “despite their poverty,
devote a higher proportion of their na-
tional income to education than do the
developed countries. The figure is
often as high as 25 per cent and
sometimes even higher...” It is obvious
that “"national income” was meant to
be “national budget”. .

W. B. Dros

Bangkok, Thailand

Our reader is quite right. The state-
ment “national income”, should have
read “national budget”—Editor.

FUTILITY OF FORCE

Sir,

Just over a year ago, Morihei Ueshi-
ba, the creator of Aikido, died in Tokyo
at the age of 86. In his youth, Ueshiba
studied many schools of personal com-
bat still current in lapan—the Daito
school of Ju-litsu, Kenjutsu (fencing
with sabres), combat with lances, etc.
After much meditation, he became con-
vinced that to achieve the ideal of
peace, the martial arts should have a
nobler aim than that of personal vic-
tory.

The word Ai-Ki-Do means broadly,
“way of harmony of spiritual forces.”
The method combines advanced physi-
cal education with training in self
defence. Force is never countered by
force, nor aggression by aggression;
the object is not to injure an adversary
nor to humiliate him.

The aim is to dodge one's opponent
and then to immobilize him, after “har-
monizing the opposing forces.” It
demonstrates to both protagonists the
futility of brute force, and offers an
everyday means of achieving reconci-
liation. With competitive matches
excluded, the true adept finds aggressive
urges replaced by the desire to perfect
his art.

Following the death of Morihei Ueshi-
ba and at a time when the art of
Aikido is being spread by his disci-
ples throughout the world (in France,
UK., U.S, Belgium, Fed. Rep. of Ger-
many, ltaly, for example), | suggest
you tell readers more about this
movement for universal understanding
which originated, paradoxically, from
one of the martial arts.

René Le Menn
Bordeaux-Caudéran, France
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