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Russia without Khrushchev 
P Misra 

It is the Soviet Union's rift with China, for which Khrushchev was personally responsible, which in all pro
bability played the crucial role in his overthrow. 

It follows that the first task that the new Soviet leadership will address itself to will be that of finding a 
modus vivendi with China, 

Yet it is almost certain no Russian leadership can pay the full price that the Chinese are asking for their 
friendship: acceptance of China's leadership of the world communist movement. 

IT is now known that while Nikita 
Khrushchev was cosily sun-bathing 

in Sochi, his erstwhile comrades and 
confidants were surreptitiously meeting 
in Moscow conspiring to overthrow 
him. He had no inkling of the coup 
staged by them on October 15. Accord
ing to the resolution of the Central 
Committee, Khrushchev resigned on 
health grounds. However, hardly three 
days had gone before Pravda came out 
with the real reasons for his downfall. 
The paper in an editorial on October 
18, accused Khrushchev indirectly of 
drifting, hare-brained scheming, imma
ture conclusions and hasty decisions, 
bragging and phrase-mongering and 
commandism. It also castigated him 
for fostering the cult of personality. 

His Own Men 
No serious student of Soviet affairs 

could ever envisage Khrushchev's igno-
minous exit. In the 13 years he was 
in power, he had carefully packed the 
Central Committee of the CPSU with 
his own men and groomed a batch of 
young leaders for a peaceful take-over. 
Lately he had expressed more than 
once his desire to retire due to his 
failing health. People all over the 
world are naturally amazed why his 
lieutenants acted in such unseemly 
haste. 

Among the various factors responsi
ble for Khrushchev's overthrow, Rus
sia's deteriorating relations with China 
and the progressive disintegration of 
the international communist movement 
appear to be the most compelling. For 
the swift and determined action by the 
Central Committee, Anastas Mikoyan 
appears to have played a pivotal role. 
He was the main power behind Khru
shchev's tight against Stalinist elements 
in the Party and his popularity among 
the rank and file of the party is second 
to none. Mikoyan certainly harboured 
a grudge against Khrushchev for shift
ing htm to the ceremonial post of Pre
sidentship. The disgruntled army lead
ership, which was openly opposed to 
Khrushchev's diminution of the con
d i t i o n a l armed might of the Red army, 

surely backed the move for the change. 
They had never forgiven Khrushchev 
for the way Zukov. their most popular 
and powerful General, was sent into 
oblivion. The failure of agriculture, 
which led to food shortages last year 
in spite of Khrushchev's boastful 
claims of accelerated agricultural pro
duction must have also contributed to
wards his downfall. The way Khrush
chev employed Alexei Adzhubei, his 
son-in-law, for personal diplomacy even 
behind the back of Presidium and 
foreign office, surely laid him open to 
the charge of nepotism. 

China: The Vital Factor 
However, it is the rift with China, 

for which Khrushchev was personally 
responsible, which appears to have 
played the most important role in his 
overthrow. The Russian leadership has 
been worried lately by the deterioration 
of relations with China. They must 
have feared that if the present drift 
was not arrested in time, it may even 
lead to eventual armed clash with the 
Chinese in Central Asia. The way 
Moscow's influence has suffered set
backs in the international communist 
world under Khrushchev's leadership, 
has also been galling to the Russian 
leaders. Out of 26 countries invited to 
the Moscow Preparatory Conference. 
only 12 have so far accepted the invita-
tion, some of them not too willingly. 
Even Marshal Tito, who has been a 
great champion of the Khrushchevite 
line, declined to participate in the Con
ference. And the response of Gomulka 
and Kadar, the two most fervent sup
porters of Khrushchev in Eastern 
Europe, was far from enthusiastic. 
Khrushchev's indictment by Togliatii, 
an old supporter of Soviet positions in 
the Sino-Soviet conflict, for is alleged 
activities aimed at driving the Chinese 
out of the international communist 
movement, it appears, exercised consi
derable influence on the Central Com
mittee. 

There is no doubt that Khrushchev 
in his own way tried to mend fences 
with China. On the occasion of the 

Chinese National Day, he had sent a 
fraternal delegation to Peking, led by 
a member of the Presidium of the Cen
tral Committee. Grishin, and Pravda 
and Izvestia, both had expressed their 
desire for improving relations with 
China in editorials on the occasion. 
Only the other day the Secretary of the 
Central Committee, Podgorni delibe
rately avoided mentioning the date of 
the proposed Moscow Conference in a 
speech, in order to mollify the Chinese. 
However, Mao Tse-tung evidently 
spurned ail these attempts at reconcilia
tion and rapprochement. The Soviet 
leaders must have realised that unless 
Khrushchev was removed, there was no 
possibility of a detente with China who 
held him personally responsible for the 
strained relations. 

The Chinese, obviously, are delighted 
with the dismissal of Khrushchev. The 
new China News Agency carried the 
story of Khrushchev's exit within an 
hour of its coverage by Tass. The Al
banians openly interpreted it as a 
Chinese victory. However, consterna
tion ran high in Eastern Europe at the 
disgraceful way Khrushchev was forced 
out of office. Today they are apprehen
sive of being tied down more closely to 
the Soviet Union, in spite of the assur
ances of Brezhnev that they would be 
treated as equals. 

New Leaders' Tasks 
The first task that the new Soviet 

leadership will address itself to wi l l be 
improvement of relations with China. 
Attempts will be made to find a modus 
vivendi on the ideological plane, and 
economic and technical assistance may 
be resumed. However, it will be diffi
cult for even Brezhnev to accept the 
supremacy of Mao's leadership in the 
international communist movement 
which will doubtless be demanded by 
China as a precondition and no Russian 
leadership can ever accept the Chinese 
claims in Central Asia. There is also 
a likelihood that the Soviet Union will 
strive with renewed zeal to secure 
China's admission into the United 
Nations, to help the emergence of a 
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normal political atmosphere in that 
country. However, it is impossible for 
new leadership to go back completely 
on the policy of co-existence initiated 
by Khrushchev, which symbolizes the 
general urge of the Russian people for 
peace. 

A total reversal of internal relaxation 
is also out of question. But a certain 
degree of fresh regimentation to bring 
the writers and artists in line with 
Party policy is quite possible. However, 
any attempt at putting the clock back 
under Chinese inspiration is bound to 
meet with firm resistance from the 
Party rank and file. 

In the Soviet Union Khrushchev's 
name will always be associated with 
freedom and democracy. In his regime, 
the Soviet people breathed a sigh of 
relief after decades of suffering under 
Stalin. Therefore, the basic policies of 
a consumer-oriented economy, liberali
zation, etc., will remain irreversible, 
no matter who constitutes the leader
ship. 

However, the stability that the Soviet 
Union enjoyed during Khrushchev's 

time may be interrupted for some time. 
There is bound to be a bitter struggle 
for power as a result of which the new 
collective leadership wi l l eventually 
make way once again to one man's 
rule. The present arrangement, there
fore, can at best be of a stop-gap 
nature. The conspiratorial way Khru
shchev has been removed from power 
and the campaign against him have 
disconcerted the more thoughtful ele
ments in the communist world. 

Khrushchev was the most colourful 
personality ever produced by Soviet 
Russia. But his earthy, volatile na
ture, though it endeared him to the 
Soviet masses, was rather looked down 
upon by the tough organisation men of 
Kremlin, the apparatechiki technocrats. 
It is now these grim and taciturn men 
who are going to rule the Soviet 
Union. 

Hundred Countries Buy Mare 
Indian Goods 

ABOUT one hundred countries im
ported more goods from India 

during 1963-64 than in the preceding 

year, but 76 countries reduced their 
off-take of Indian goods, according to 
the Indian Chamber of Commerce, The 
countries whose off-take of Indian 
goods increased in the last fiscal year 
were Argentina, Belgium, Ceylon, Cze
choslovakia, Malaysia, West Germany, 
[apan, U S A and U S S R. Among 
those who reduced their purchases of 
Indian goods, the important countries 
were Indonesia, Iran, Nigeria, East 
Pakistan, Poland and Yugoslavia. Ex
ports to the dollar area increased from 
Rs 143 crores in 1962-63 to Rs 157 
crores in 1963-64, to the European Com
mon Market from Rs 48 crores to Rs 
57 crores, to East European countries 
from Rs 92 crores to Rs 109 crores, to 
sterling area from Rs 268 crores to Rs 
283 crores and to other soft currency 
areas from Rs 170 crores to Rs 188 
crores. 

During 1963-64, India had a deficit 
balance of trade with 28 important 
countries. The deficit continued to be 
large especially with the U S A (Rs 
262 crores), West Germany (Rs 70 
crores) and Iran (Rs 43 crores). 
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