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PROFESSOR DESAI REPLIES: 

I regret my failure to spot the typist's transition from "effective but not imposing" to 
"impressive but not imposing" in my review (Slavic Review, March 1977) of Abram 
Bergson's Wicksell Lectures. However, the review was addressed precisely and ex
plicitly to Professor Bergson's thesis that Soviet economic performance has been less 
than remarkable. Instead of challenging this conclusion, the review described it as 
"plausible" and focused rather on the methods by which it was reached by Professor 
Bergson. 

To THE EDITOR: 

In his review of my essay in the collection, The City in Russian History (Slavic Re
view, March 1977), Boris Pushkarev takes issue with my view that after the municipal 
"counterreform" of 1892 neither state nor city government coped successfully with 
the tasks of urban development. This, I suggested, was a particularly important prob
lem because of the pressures created by the very rapid growth of the urban population. 
The reviewer states that I fail "to say that between 1904 and 1913 alone, municipal 
expenditures doubled in constant rubles, and increased 55 percent on a per capita 
basis." "The trend," he contends, "was one of expansion, despite the ill effects of the 
counterreform. . . . " 

In the interest of accuracy, my argument was actually as follows: "While city 
budgets grew significantly during the period 1892-1917, they did not grow quickly 
enough to cope with the needs of a rapidly growing urban population" (p. 185). While 
the reviewer may disagree with this point of view, his figures, for which he provides 
no source, do not refute it. Furthermore, figures on spending increases must be ad
justed to account for state subsidies designated for garrison construction and other 
tasks unrelated to the development of the city economy, if they are to reflect the situa
tion accurately. The fact that reported figures for income and expenditures at times 
differed considerably from the actual figures must also be considered. For example, 
Baku reported figures in 1913 that were inflated fourfold. In addition, data must be 
refined to take into account the heavy statistical weight of Moscow and St. Petersburg, 
whose budgets comprised about one-third of total city spending. 

But the important point here is whether spending increases were sufficient to 
improve or even maintain existing urban standards of living, particularly in light of 
the increase in population. I argue that in general they were not, although one can 
note substantial advances in the funding of public education as well as more general 
developmental "spurts" in a few provincial cities, most notably Riga and Khar'kov. 
On the eve of World War I, for example, the annual expenditure by guberniia cities 
for "public care" (welfare and social services) still averaged only 36 kopecks per 
head. 

On the matter of mandatory city payments for troop maintenance and other re
sponsibilities unrelated to the city economy, the reviewer states that I do not "mention 
that such expenditures averaged about 10 percent of municipal budgets nationwide." 
However, this statistic does not alter the point made in the essay (pp. 183-86) that 
these payments constituted a substantial and unnecessary burden for city governments 
already faced with insufficient sources of income. Even in Khar'kov, where significant 
developmental progress can be noted after the electoral triumph of the "progressives" 
in 1910, the city spent roughly 12 percent of its budget for troop maintenance (1910-
12), about the same percent for health and sanitation, only 1 percent for public care, 
and nothing at all for low cost housing, rent subsidies, or planning. 

Finally, on a rather insignificant point, I stand by the statistic on Vitebsk at the 
turn of the century, a statistic which is meant to refer to publicly financed schools. 
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The figures provided by the reviewer refer to private and clerical schools and there
fore are not relevant to my discussion of "the inadequacies of municipal finance" 
(pp. 183-86). 

The suggestion of trends, especially in the revolutionary period, often provokes 
controversy. But while Pushkarev is certainly entitled to draw his own conclusions, 
I do object to his statement that my arguments are "unsubstantiated." 

MICHAEL F. HAMM 

Centre College of Kentucky 

MR. PUSHKAREV REPLIES: 

The wording Michael F. Hamm uses in his letter to the editor is much more careful 
than that used in his essay. 

To THE EDITOR: 

Professor Robert F. Byrnes's informative article "The Academic Labor Market: 
Where Do We Go From Here?" and the austere, though far from dismal, future he 
paints for American Slavic studies raises, by its omission, the question of the recent 
emigres from the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. Many of these people are talented 
and well informed about their own countries. Certainly they can and should make a 
major contribution to our understanding of their homelands. It would be tragic if the 
presently restricted conditions of academic employment and funding had the effect of 
excluding these people from our universities and denying them easy access to the re
search facilities available here. 

JEFFREY BROOKS 

Cornell College 

To THE EDITOR: 

In response to Robert F. Byrnes's review essay "The Academic Labor Market: Where 
Do We Go From Here?" I would like to point out that many community colleges and 
secondary schools, both public and private, across the United States teach introductory 
Russian and Eastern European history courses as well as courses in the Slavic lan
guages. These institutions are overlooked by the AAASS in preference to university-
level teaching and research. In most cases the community college or secondary school 
instructor puts a great deal of time and effort into teaching these courses. Often stu
dents who take courses come from a varied background but share a common lack of 
basic knowledge on Russia and Eastern Europe. It is this large student population 
that should be reached—not to turn out history majors or linguists, but educated and 
knowledgeable individuals. Though the job market is tight in the secondary schools 
and community colleges, there is a great need to develop materials and courses which 
give basic information about Russia and East Europe to the student who does not 
plan to pursue graduate study. 

CHARLOTTE R. WRUBLEWSKI 

Anne Arundel Community College, Maryland 

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0037677900108940 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0037677900108940



