
T
H

E
 N

E
W

 Y
O

R
K

 T
IM

E
S
, M

O
N

D
A

Y
, D

E
C

E
M

B
E

R
. 1

4
, 1

9
7
0

 

K
h

ru
sh

ch
ev 'M

em
oirs': S

om
e D

istorted bu
t Im

portan
t P

ictu
res 

fore 

such m
ajor events in his ow

n scores. 

tions. So m
any enorm

ously
bers of the Politburo. 

m
em

ory of a 76-year-old m
an . 

w
ith that the suspicion grow

s m
em

ory 	
in M

r. K
hrushchev's portrayal ..„„ 

in the rem
em

brances long be- poses events out of historical closely 	
associated 	

w
ith 	

M
r. ed F

rench m
ilitary pow

er in 

For exam
ple, M

r. K
hrushchev hance his ow

n im
age or to pay 

apparently has not dealt w
ith off 	

old 	
and 	

often 	
obscure placed ss 

ed S
tates in the fill of 1959; S

talin's crim
es. H

iaaecount in- K
hrushchev's 	

relations 	
W

ith show
s he w

as a 

the leadership in 1957; the 22d B
ut the historical record dem

- C
hina over the F

orm
osa S

trait 	
V

alue to H
istorians 

Stalin's 	
body 	

w
as 	

rem
oved ization actually w

as under w
ay T

aiw
an or the fact that the om

issions, the probably censor- 

anything but the m
ost periph- six w

eeks before at a confer- fusel unless C
om

m
unist C

hina dication—
despite all this, 

eral m
anner w

ith any events ence 	
of 	

party historians 	
in put all its arm

ed forces under value of the docum
ent to his- 

w
ho now

 run the S
oviet G

ov- 	
M

r. 	
K

hrushchev 	
gives 	

an G
eneva 	

concerence 	
of 	

1954 ,_, 

V
. P

odgorhy. T
his can hardly the so-called D

octors' P
lot an- about to end support for N

orth 
be accidental. 	

nounced 	
Jan. 	

13, 	
1953, 	

by V
ietnam

 because the situation ,_._ 

subjects only In half-truths and 	
M

r. 	
K

hrushchev's 	
recollec- w

hich S
talin planned to finish w

as "hopeless." T
he C

hinese of the K
rem

lin and S
talinesque 

frequently in outright distor- tions are flaw
ed by w

hat seem
s off m

any of the older m
em

- w
ere then deeply involved w

ith society. 
im

- to
 b

e a m
ix

tu
re o

f th
e b

ad
 	

H
o
 C

h
i M

in
h
 an

d
 G

en
. V

o
 	

O
ne of A

m
erica's leading 

portant topics are not dealth 	
A

 seem
ing distortion occurs 	

students of S
oviet affairs has 

that m
ajor excisions w

ere m
ade (he often confuses or juxta- of 	

M
r. 	

M
ikoyan, 	

w
ho 	

w
as "''''Y

 at D
ienbienphu that end- validity of the rem

em
brances. 

fore they reached L
ife m

aga- context) and a desiretodis. 	
K

hruShchey's 	
rise 	

to 	
pow

er. Indochina. 	
sions 	

of principle," 	
he 	

said. 
zine. 	

tort the record, either to en- 	
"N

ow
here is there any discus- 

p
erio

d
 o

f p
o
w

er as h
is first 	

A
 notable exam

ple is 	
m

em
brances picture him

 as an rise to prom
inence in 'M

oscow
 of high school students." 

encounter 	
w

ith 	
R

ichard 	
m

, vided by his truncated account L
avrenti P. B

erle. 	
teen-thirties. 	

H
e gives 	

credit the great m
erit of "K

hrushch- 
N

ixon, then V
ice President, in of events preceding F

eb
 f 

M
oscow

 in 	
1959; the S

oviet "secret speech" of F
eb. 24-25, 	

B
iased Picture of M

ao 	
for his prom

otion to N
adezha ev R

em
em

bers." It underscores 
Prem

ier's first trip to the U
nit- 1956, 	

in 	
w

hich 	
b
 	

A
lliluyeva, 	

. S
talin's 	

w
ife, spectacularly the venality, the 

his return trip to the U
nited dicates that the speech w

as M
ao T

se-tung seem
s deliber- 	

protege of crude ignorance, the ruthless 
N

ations session in 	
1960; his rather spur-of-the-m

om
ent and ately tendentious, and the ac- ly 

ly
 h

is d
ead

ly
 en

em
y
 in

 th
e lin

 an
d
 th

e so
ciety

 th
at re- 

spectacular defeat of the anti. at his ow
n suggestion, over the caunt of the 1958 rupture be- P

olitburo. 	
volved around Stalin. Ideology 

party group and its ouster from
 opposition of m

any colleagues. tw
een the S

oviet U
nion and 	

in the. M
arxist sense w

as left 
party congress of 1961, w

hen onstrates that public de-S
talin- crisis m

anages not to m
ention 	

D
espite these distortions, the sidearm

s 	
that 	

m
ilitary 	

m
en 

from
 its R

ed S
quare m

ausole- before the convening of the now
 	

concerned 	
Peking's 	

de- ship, 	
the 	

confusions 	
arising the K

rem
lin under Stalin. 

um
; his ow

n ouster from
 the 20th party congress, at w

hich m
end for nuclear m

issile sup- from
 w

eakened m
em

ory and 	
It w

as a society of danger- 
G

overnm
ent in 1964; nor in he spoke. It had begun nearly port and M

r. K
hrushchev's re- earnest desire for political vin- ous m

en w
ho knew

 that their 

after the C
uban m

issile crisis M
oscow

 and w
as outlined on S

oviet com
m

and. 	
torians is still considerable. 	

old 	
m

an. 	
A

fter 	
Stalin, 	

M
r. 

of 1962. 	
F

eb. 16, m
ore than a w

eek be- 	
T

he form
er S

oviet leader is 	
B

asically it gives an insider's K
hrushchev m

akes plain, the 
T

he rem
em

brances 	
contain fore M

r. K
hrushchev spoke, by alm

ost certainly tendentious in version. W
hen com

pared to the atm
osphere changed and som

e 
alm

ost no references to the m
en A

nastas I. M
ikoyan. 	

contending that just before the history carefully reconstructed fresh air cam
e in, largely be. 

ernm
ent: L

eonid I. B
rezhnev, equally 	

confused 	
account 	

of on Indochina P
rem

ier C
hou E

n- vides insights not so m
uch into ly clear, the doors are slam

-  
V

. 	
N

. K
osygin and N

ikolai the origin and developm
ent of lai of C

onim
unist M

ina w
as events as into the atm

osphere m
ing shut again. 

N
guyen G

iap in preparing the 

 possibly because M
r. M

i- 	
O

ne 	
of 	

M
r. 	

K
hrushchev's "no questions of ideology arise 

koyan w
ined the coup that dis- m

ost m
isleading and confusing in the debates of the Politburo. 

r. K
hrushchev, the re- episodes deals w

ith his ow
n T

hey all sound like a bunch 

	

P
m

" ally of the hated police chief, at the beginning of the nine- 	
B

ut this, alm
ost certainly, is 

exposed 	
T

he 	
description 	

of 	
M

r. w
hereas the record cleanly 	

banality, the petty intrigue, the 

expressed skepticism
 about the 

L
azar M

. K
aganovich, eventual- rivalry of the m

en in the K
rem

-

at th
e d

o
o
r alo

n
g
 w

ith
 th

e 

w
ere not allow

ed to bring Into 

the lives de ended on the w
him

 
p 

of one increasingly paranoid 

o 	
W

estern scholars, it pro- cause of him
. N

ow
, he is equal. 

W
hat of the T

ruth? 
D

o
es M

r. K
h

ru
sh

ch
ev

 sp
eak

 
th

e tru
th

? 
T

h
is is a trick

y
 q

u
estio

n
. A

t 
best the excerpts discuss m

ajor 

B
y H

A
R

R
ISO

N
 E

. SA
L

ISB
U

R
Y

 
"K

h
ru

sh
ch

ev
 R

em
em

b
ers" 

p
o

ses th
ree m

ajo
r q

u
estio

n
s: Is 

it N
ik

ita S. K
hrushchev him

self 
sp

eak
in

g
, d

o
es h

e sp
eak

 th
e 

tru
th

 an
d
 d

o
es h

e en
lig

h
ten

 u
s 

ab
o
u
t h

is co
u
n
try

, S
talin

 an
d
 

him
self? 

T
he key lies in the first ques-

tion. C
areful exam

ination of the 
fo

u
r ex

cerp
ts p

u
b
lish

ed
 in

 L
ife 

m
ag

azin
e d

em
o
n
- 

strates alm
o
st cer- 

A
n 	

ta
in

ly
 th

a
t th

is 
A

p
p
ra

isa
l m

a
te

ria
l, in

 o
n
e
 

fo
rm

 o
r a

n
o
th

e
r, 

o
rig

in
a
lly

 e
m

a
-

n
ated

 fro
m

 M
r. K

h
ru

sh
ch

ev
. 

A
lth

o
u
g
h
 th

o
se

 o
u
tsid

e
 th

e
 

publishing enterprise are unable 
to determ

ine the form
 or m

eans 
by w

hich the m
aterial w

as con-
v
e
y
e
d
 fro

m
 M

o
sc

o
w

 to
 th

e
 

W
est, in

tern
al ev

id
en

te su
g
-

g
ests th

at it w
as originally dic-

ta
te

d
 b

y
 M

r. K
h

ru
sh

c
h

e
v

 a
t 

d
ifferen

t tim
es an

d
 u

n
d

er d
if-

feren
t circu

m
stan

ces, th
en

 ex
-

ten
siv

ely
 cu

t, p
atch

ed
 an

d
 p

o
s-

sib
ly

 rev
ised

 b
y

 v
ario

u
s h

an
d

s, 
so

m
e in

 M
o
sco

w
, so

m
e in

 th
e 

W
est. 


