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" by .his report on: "his “first,

~we_ got- to Mosct;w [for "a.
I ended . up;getting;lost:"" His: ;

-t *leagt’ I learmed” my*way. -
-/ "around. ¥ even skipped break-
- fast in-orderto be-sure of ar-;.

;:\ot spliced tnpes-—-just why
" Life, which first ‘published *

" .do. not tell-more:about ‘this
" ritating. " Occasional: refer-

. ously.. mcy an :

story, - that. itis i ot

“story. Any ungeﬂng doubt
\ %

trip to Moscow——made :at: age‘

81, by. the-way. This bump-
kin from -the Ukraine, who
was later, ‘of ‘course, to’ run N
the . whole  country;- to- be'
- fthe Kremhn” couldn’t ;fmd
it “The first morning “after..

mlin, ‘but’ L
which number to- take and

followup,: huwever. was beau-
tiful “Fm then on 1 woke

Kremlin, :It. took longer, but -

agnan 'and St Francu of Asaut were 'all
pluyed by nie” v

“riving in time to.get a‘ good morlst—the
e lide of the story Through-

“ing-'what part of the omis: .
s!ons js:due.to Khrushchev s

ﬁn ‘censoring, More k crimes, ﬂrst ‘and foremost in
.portantly, - the reader: i8 HOt, i pis. “Secret Speech” to a
"nagged by a suspicion that- Party Congress in 1856. (In

(“I'ng always found,” hie says
“this 1§ a-heavily. cengored. . 4pjs” book, Khrushchev for

about Sovlet marshals, “that -

“excerpis, and, Littie, Brown
j$ive. analysis - .of -a- battle 2"the idiom is fresh’ enough, t0 " that speech.) -
T #rom:someone who. acuytally. . .stand on its own.. )
,qok ptarut1 in x:lti”)'i and ‘what K “"The" ‘great seeming para—
part ‘of the omissions is due  doz ‘of Khruschev’s life has. . nforced tran illity of
to the. KGBnicks who séem to . always been how one of Sta- the enforce quilllty

process. iunystjfymg and ir:

ences to. an’ anﬂcipated sudi-
ence ‘make’ ‘explicit . the ]

- peicit - purpose o! ’any me- ’have supervlsed the ‘dis- lin's undeniably bloody- See BOOKS CI. Col. &

yoy:can’t expect an objec- =~ book: It tells enough, and  the first time lcknuwledges,

‘1t ‘should be hoted that
he ‘memarirs,: “Jssued ‘from:

_",handed npparatchiks could ,
'become, dfter  the. tyrant’s.
.-death: in. 1953, ‘s man socou-’.~ -
" ‘rageous and humane that he_
dared . expose . -Stalin’s .
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L \nonntour are incompara-
- bly smaller in’ umnucuﬁ and -

" that.speech; delivered as it

* hard on:me personally, but L

. accused him of being. “soft-

= wocﬁ\umass Iiln

.gmzoﬁ _Bﬂonﬁuoo 9»:

was F ‘circurhstarices of un-
.u&d:&an.g. ‘and’ per-

sonal risk. Here:the: book’s -
value 'is- to show-how:un- -
characteristic .it would have. -
been for .a rough, son of the "
' Party, completely steeled to

the “class struggle” and ex-
tremely ambitious, .to chal:
lenge . Stalin’s purges (“the
meat-: EEom—...v ‘“Suddenly .I
got a call saying that Yaros-

down. This .- order was very
had .to ,obey.” He -did:the

dirty work as he once had to.”

dance the Gopak for Stalin;
“It wasn't very easy for me.
But I did it and I tried to,
keep .2 Eowmgn ouun@uaou

tried to soften the blows, by
sticking up for. ‘men whom

* " he telt to be wrongly accused

"and even by interceding di-
rectly with Stalin. By far his’

- most difficult test came after '
""" the war when he was running ;.

the Ukraine at a time of ter- :
rible famine. Stalin, he says,

bellied” for trying, -for -in-:
stance, to let farmers keep
some -grain for the next-sea-

son’s seed instead of giving ;

" it all to the-state for distri-.
bution elsewhere. Yet it was

..uon ao B:nr m ooam:ao o»
duty | and -sympathy that .
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‘Khrushchev felt in himse.f,

for arresting people,” . he
proach.” -

In: n_oun B«&.Q.u as in- p
- 2&5 other. Khrushchev's - kita’ Khtushchev.” He men--
- view 'of Soviet communism

- ‘Often, Khruseliev’ Eu. he' and ‘the concentration of ar-

bitrary power—which was

. and ‘is - its essence—is' abso-
- lutely_ uncritical. There is
.-not a Second thought, except -

on implementation, in ‘the

cas: a_difficult wnn»muﬂouﬁ.....
.~ which he EAS.B& nonthe- -
,-muu.
~lavsky had to be brought .

-~ ig - called -

- Similarly; “in respect tp - Mines to the Kremlin” and .

! Eo purges, he had no REW
- objection to Stalin’s power, -
. .only to its misuse. “I'm’all

“ulous. The courtiers, himself”

included; were - “temporary:
vwoﬁa..|v2.monﬁ phrase.

The first part of this book
“From - the Coal"

..'the ‘second starting on page. -
-355 and covering the post-

Stalin petiod (but with no -

. Emumg ‘of internal wmw:.uy )

" says, but with “an honest ap- °

“The, ' World - Outside.” . It
‘might - Better - ‘have caau
called “The Educstion of Ni-

" tions: that’ he  dfdn’t 'start.

whole book. Even his plea -

for "allowing Soviet citizens
to come:and- go across: the

i ‘borders as they  please is
;" tempered by -an . innately
" Russian -condition—to “in- -
%?omnan-unﬁawwo&oaﬁ,
‘the material 3:&:3-

S.EE permit,’
Khruschev’s storeis nuo.:

 life’ in Stalin’s court are fab-

=

ao&um uoua—nn policy materi-

als “until i the Korean War..
Even then heWas startlingly:

-naive, -not recoghizing, for
" instance,

.that  the ‘reason-
Staliti - withdrew: Soviet .ad-

.%ﬂ from: the' Zoncu Ko-.

rean~army once:it got in
trouble in the mo&.n was be-
cause ' Stalin-didn’t want to -
have’ Eu ‘men" captured and
thus "’ ucuaw .acBE.o.
B_u& e T
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‘. doned the total certitude of

TIt s u.E:ab.ws to read
what importance - Khrush-

"... chev (and E.muEqu«. oth-
ers) read into unow a zippy
“but trivial event. as Tru-

man’s rebuke to SEEb.mSn
mugic critic Paul
Hume, who had . criticized

: Eﬁm&.&.u singing. “That in-

cident. alone, * gu&_%

" ‘wiites, “told us something
- 'about Truman’s
-ship, to say nothing of his
.. suitability for so important
"4 post as the Presidency of

the United ‘States.”: He rec-
ords his surprise 8 find Ei-

“*spnhower aide Nelson Rock-
: ‘efeller, - at Genva i in 1955,
‘..,..»&u_q ,anoa.-n .

his own side’s rightness in

any  international : dispute.

Nor 'did he ever step outside
9& mnuEmao_.w of perception

.., chev:

- the

statesman-
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E aEar _E »E.&nu policy
was a refraction of the class

‘struggle. His Russian farm
“boy’s. inferiority complex
and. awe ' of city slickers

never left him. Yet Khrush-
ﬁaﬁ.uon his way
E.oEE " ’

" In. the Berlin" Q.Eu of

1961, he sensed that because
United - States. had
moved its tanks up first, it
“would have been in a diffi-
cult moral position” to move
them back first. So he or-
dered Soviet tanks with-
drawn, expecting the Ameri-
cans to follow suit in 20 min-
utes (after checking for: or-

. ders), as they did. And in
.. the Cuban missile
- which he counts as an unal-
loyed Soviet -success
cause he felt he'd saved

erisis, -
. be-

Cuba, he kept control and
did what had to be nonﬂ to

" avert war. |
. Khrushchev’s - coow . ends
with a plea for open borders

and a criticism of the “new
trend of military overspend-

Fing” It -is fascinating to

speculate how things would
be today if he'had not been

-ousted in 1964. Personally, 1
“am full of regret that he

was bounced. ..Zoeo% 8.per--
fect,” he says in his book,
“I'm no saint myself.” wnﬁ

.woaﬁ_n Emsuw.wnwm&
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