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E
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IR
 can only be read as a cle=':- 

liberate attem
pt by the Soviet authorities 

to underm
ine the character and w

ork of a' 
great w

riter w
hom

 they have already; ex 
fled:St:nye, w

hich achieves the Ilubious. 
distinction of being at once libelO

as and 
b

orin
g, is in

com
p

reh
en

sib
le w

ith
ou

t a 
th

orou
gh

 k
n

ow
led

ga; of S
oviet literary 

politics; 
 

T
he book w

as sold to W
estern publish- 

ers through the N
ovosti P

ress A
gency, an 

.organization closely linked w
ith the K

G
B

, 
th

e A
tiviet secret p

olice. N
ovostra4p

e-  
daily at hom

e and abroafl is the spread, I„ 
in

g
 of"

d
isin

form
ation

"
 am

on
g foreign

i4e 
ers, w

ith potential m
onetary profit or )1

4.7 
juicy tidbit of political gossip as 

T
he author of SanycN

iitalyaiteilietov: 
skaya, is Solzhenitsyn's first w

ife. She and s"*.` 
Solzhenitsyn w

ere m
arried in, 1948. , T

hey
'' 

hadliSied together for only one 34atw
hen 

they-w
ere separated, first by w

af ;then by 
S

o
l 	

iniprisosiO
ettt; in Stalin's 

-cant 	
eto

v
sk

a
y
a
 retu

a
lly

 d
i-A

 
V

O
T
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and and m
arried another 

m
aa; b

 	
uple w

as retail d in 1958. 

SU
SA

N
 JA

C
O

B
Y

, w
ho lived in M

oscow
 

betw
een 1969-and 1971, is the author of . 

M
oscow

 C
onversations and Inside Soviet 

Schools. . 
• 
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A
ccording to the first M

rs. Solzhenitsyn . . . 
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y N

atalya A
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esh
etovsk-

aya. T
ran

slated from
 th

e R
u

ssian
 by 

E
len

a T
van

off B
obbs-M

errill. 284 pp. 
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In 1973, lleshetovskaya and Solzhenitsyn 
w

ere divorced after a bitter three-and-a-
half-year legal battle. Solzhenitsyn im

m
e-

diately m
arried N

atalya Svetlova, w
ho 

had already borne him
 tw

o sons.  
It w

ould be unfair to R
eshetovskaya to 

portray this book as the sour griping of an 
abandoned w

ite$ becanie theke is no evi-
dence that she w

rote her m
em

oir in the 
form

 ip w
hich it has been published in 

the W
est. T

hei4 is hard evidence that N
O

-
vosti has already used the traum

a of a m
a-

rital breakup to distort R
eshetovskaya's 

V
iew

s about herform
er husband. 

O
n M

arch 9,4973, an A
rticle signed by 

R
eshetovskaya; .appeared on the op-ed 

;page of T
he N

ei-Y
ork T

ithes: It w
as bit-

rterly critical of S
oialien

itsyn
 an

d
 h

ad
, 

 
been conveyek_ to the T

im
es by—

w
ho 

else?—
rep

resen
tatives of th

e N
ovosti 

P
ress A

gen
cy.; L

ess th
an

 th
ree w

eek
s - 

later, R
eshetoviliaylk.w

rotealetter to the 
director of N

oviistrifilM
oicow

 repudiat-
, ing the piece. 

i•aligletter stated: "I categorically ob-
jettip

ou
r p

assin
g on

 for p
u

b
lication

 ... 
thaL

text of the - statem
ent '-'w

hich w
as 

if
ehtled and, added to-by the em

ployees 
IN

O
voiti deSpite the T

ett that it w
as 

sig
*
b

y
 m

e."
 

leah
m

s w
ell w

ith
in

 th
e realm

 of p
os-

sib
ity th

at S
an

ya w
as "

am
en

d
ed

 an
d

 
added to" by N

ovosti before its publics-
: tign in tbe.W

est., T
he contract, betw

een 
N

ovosti and B
obbs-M

errill prohibited the 
rican publisher from

 noting in the 
b

oo tb
at; th

e :m
an

u
scrip

t m
igh

t h
ave 

been edited inside the Soviet U
nion. 

A
nother piece of the puzzle is the dis-

crepa ncy betw
een Sanyo and portions of 

:inside R
ussia3n .tiie uniiirgro -und.satiis ,  

dot Journal V
echa. 

' O
ne exam

ple of thiiiiisirepancY
 can be 

found in R
eshetovskaya's evaluation of 

O
ne D

ay in the L
ife of Ivan D

enisovicli, 
S

olzh
en

itsyn
's first n

ovel (an
eth

e on
ly 

on
e officially ,p

U
b

lish
ed

 in
 th

e S
oviet 

U
nion). In the .Vecha version, R

eshetovsk-
aya m

akes it clear that the—
like m

ost ' 
R

ussians of - her generation
-r

e
g
a
r
d

e
d

, 
the appearance O

f O
ne

. D
ay as a literary 

an
d

 p
olitical even

t of u
n

p
aralleled

 im
-

portance. P
ersonally' authorized by N

ik-
ita IC

hrushchev, the novel's publication 
w

as thabigh-w
ater m

ark of the reaction 
against the terror of Stalinism

. 
In Saiiya, how

ever, R
eshetovikaya ech-

, oes the current official Soviet view
point 

—
that the litiportance of O

ne D
ay w

as ex-
aggeratedly internal and external ene-
m

ies of th
e S

oviet U
n

ion
, an

d
 th

e less 
said about it today the better. "D

iscus-
sions of the book by W

estern review
ers," 

R
eihetovs60 asserts, "w

ere m
arked by 

m
ultiple overtones bearing upon a strug-

gle betw
een 'liberals' and 'conservatives' 

in the U
SSR

. O
ne could tell that som

e cir-
cles in the W

est w
anted to m

ake Ivan D
e 

nisovich an arena in 
w

h
ich

 p
assion

s 
clashed, a focal point in w

hich all the cur-
rents of Soviet culbtral and political life 
converged." 	

- 
A

s a m
em

oir and as a narrative, Sanya 
m

anages to put a reader to sleep in spite 
of th

e seriou
s n

atu
re of its veiled

 an
d

 
open charges against Solzhenitsyn—

dam
-

aging testim
ony"against, friends during 

his interrogation in 1945, anti-Sem
itism

, 
intoxication w

ith fam
e and m

oney, total 
disregard for the feelings of others. P

art 
of the book's stultifying effect can be at-
tributed to its prose—

a strange m
ixture 

of theturgid politicallanguage of P
ravda 

R
es etovikaya's m

em
oirs that appeared 



, 	 - 
and the romanticism of a Gothic novel. 

At some points In her story, Reshetovsk-
aya edges close to a heartrending reality 
that hEif never be-en adequately explored,  
in modirn Russian literature the disrup7'.' 
tion ofifamily life by 25 years of senseless 
terror.;"So the husband would return to a 
wife w o had age :Lover, these years and 
who had lost her past appeal.,  All the 
tears and suffering she 'had undergone 
would,ave left their mark on-her face, ; 
cast over it a shadow Of *madness and 
grief.; But on the streets and at work, joy-
ful, smiling women's faces . would- flash 
acrossfiis line of visinticand he would be 
drawnito them inimluntitrily, as though to 
a life that was beginning anew for him.." 

But•Reshetovskaya always turns from 
human,themes to the main point of the 
book; the contention that Solzhenitsyn's 
writing-about the Soviet Union is the 
product of his own arrogance and paraiv 
oia. 

For a reader unacquainted with Soviet 
affairs, many of Reshetovsicaya's refer-
ences are vague and bewildering. For a - 

• 
---IllusteationbyGeotheyMoes 

9.,4,44,44 
reader wlio-ls faifiliar with the'eventi; 

;the omissions are infuriating because of 
their obvions political motivationp -  

!that
- repeatedly .observes 

!that many women40014 kol 	xn 
nand that he took advitia  
ration by dumping 	chOiesi; on 
them. These observations may be accu-

-, rate, but any credibility they have is Over-
shadowed by an intentionally vague ref-
nrence,t4 the ease one lizaveta Voro-
nyatiskaya, Len,ligrad:Voman in her 
sixties. 

_"In the spring of 1973,„!!_the,book-notes, 
VoronyanskayklrefitAed tpjorgive 'her- 

',self for the,  lisifin 	th6tieht Filiezf"had 
caused to the ohlefti0f, her pfayerfi.and 
site hanged_ herself in_ herinoni besida_a2 
portrait of Solzhenitsyn.' 	;x1 ; 

The facts, not mentioned',  in the book, 
are straightforward*dAtomach-cur-
dling. Elizaveta Voronyanikaya killed 
herself after revealing the location of a 
typed' copy Of The Gulag Archipelago to 
the Leningrad KGB..,She had,,,been inter- 

oyi pad! 



(Continued frOm page one) 

* rogated for five days; and she was one of 
the few people in the Soviet Union who 
knew the location of a copy of Gulag. 
More than 200 Soviet citizens who had 
contributed their reminiscences of the 
prison camps were named in the manu-;.  
script But Novosti's contract with West-
ern publishers does not permit footnotes 

•'of this sort, . 	- 	‘-• 	- 
The. GUlag-  Areltiyelago"hattittis tie 

pages of Sanyo so consistently that one 
suspects it is the main reason the Soviet 
authorities arranged for publication of 
Reshetovikaya's memoir. We are led fa 
believe that the harsh view of the Soviet 

.:system. presented in> Gulag can only be 
'the product of paranoia and half-baked 
rumors abiorbed by Solzhenitsyn during 
his dayi in prison camps. 
• Once again, Sanyo offers evidence that 
seems designed to undermine its the& 
One example,  of Solzhenitsyn's distorted 
vision, according to Reshetovskaya, was 
his belief that. most Soviet Soldiers cap-
tured by the Germans during. World War 
11 were sentte Stalin's camps as soon as 
they were libeiatedfrom the Naziii. g this 
belief la,"distorted," it is a distortion sub- 
scribed. to by millions of former Inmates 
who ,.remember that the Soviet camps 
were flOoded by rebutting POWs after the 
war. This "distortion" is also shared by 

• the Soviet Marsiet historian Roy Medve-
dev' in his' massive work 'Let History 

Medvedei writes that "Stalin's at-
- titude toward! prisoners of war is one of 

the grimmest pages in his record . . 
-tarning prisoners of war were treated 
like traitors." 	, 	• *".: 

Saw won't wash. Whitevei Solzhenit-
sYn's Shortcomings as. a writer,. a thinker 
and a man--andthey may be significant-- 
they await the examination 'of' a serious' 
biographer rather thin the 'exploitation • 

• ote former wife's sad 'memories by a se- 
_fi.ret police ituiliary. 	r ;.! 


