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1984 Yazildiginda Dunya

®* Egemen guclerin bolgeleri paylastigi bir dunya duzeni
olusturma fikri Orwell’e 1944’te Stalin, Roosevelt ve
Churchill’in Tahran Konferansi’'nda bulusmasi sonrasinda
gelmis. Kitap 1944’ten 1949'a, Orwell'in hastaligina kadar
yaziliyor, ve 1950'de yazar hayatini kaybediyor.

® Bu esnada ABD Japonya’ya atom bombalari atmig, Nazi
Almanya’si muttefikler tarafindan yenilgiye ugratiimis, daha
yeni ayni safta savasmis olan ABD ve Sovyetler Birligi
yukselen iki super guc olarak birbirlerine karsi dusmanca
denilebilecek bir tutum igerisine girmeye baslamis. Kitap da
bundan sonraki gelecegi bir distopya olarak tasvir etmis.



1984’te Diinya




Toplum Duzeni

® 1984’te toplumun %85 gibi buyuk bir kismini proleterler
olusturuyor. Kalanin buyuk bir kismi dis parti uyesi, kucuk bir
azinlik ise i¢ parti tUyesi. Parti uyelerinin hayat standardi
proleterlere gore daha yuksek, ayni sekilde i¢ parti uyelerinin
standardi dig parti uyelerininkine gore oldukca yuksek. Winston ve
Julia O’'Brien’in evine gittiginde onun usaklari oldugunu,
televizyonu kapatabildigini ve sarap ictigini goruyorlar. Ayni sekilde
Julia’nin i¢ parti Gyelerinden edindigi gercek kahve, gercek seker,
guzel cikolata vs. gibi Grunler Winston’a bir dis parti Gyesi olarak
yabanci geliyor. Bu durum Sovyetler Birligi'ndekine oldukca
benziyor. Orada da bircok tiketim trant (ozellikle de ithal olan ve
az bulunanlar) cok benzer bir sekilde dagiliyor. Halkin hic
gormedigi urunleri partide pozisyonu iyi olanlar bulabiliyor.



Tarihsel Haklilik

®* Hem 1984’'teki Parti'nin hem de
Sovyet Komunist Partisi’'nin kendi
iktidarlarini tarihsel olarak hakli
gordugu bir anlati sundugunu
goruyoruz. ki tarafta da silindir
sapkali kapitalistlerin halki sefalete
ugrattigi1 ve ezdigi bir duzen ve ona
karsi duran, hakli bir parti duzeni
one suruluyor. Ayni sekilde iki
tarafta da Parti’'nin hep hakli oldugu
ve yanilamayacadi imaji yaratiliyor.
Partiyi - yapici veya yiKici -
elestirmek ise cezalandirilan bir
eylem. Devrim bir itiraz ile baslasa
da zamanla kendi liderlerini de yok S e T g
edip giderek totaliterlesiyor. o < o




Kisilik Kiltii

® Okyanusya’nin her kdsesinde ve
teleekranlarda surekli Buyuk
Birader’in fotografi ve konusmalari
yer aliyor. Parti sadakate dayall
calisiyor ve bunun en onemli
noktasi da tek bir lidere olan
sadakat. Tum duzen Kkisilik kultt
uzerine gekilleniyor.

¢ Stalin’in fotograflari da Sovyet
sokaklarinda ve medyasinda ¢ok
fazla yer aliyor. Rejimin glvencesi
ve sembolu haline donuguyor.
Hem 1984 hem de Sovyetler
Birligi’'nde partiyi ve duzeni liderin
fotografi temsil ediyor.




Disa Kapalilik

* Kitapta Okyanusyalilar
dinyadan tamamen kopuk
halde, yanhs oldugu bilinen parti
kayitlari disinda dis dunya ile
lletisim imkansiz. Avrasya ve
Dogu Asyalilari ancak idam
edilirken gormek mumkun.
Anlasildigi uzere diger ulkelerde
de durum farkh degil.
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® Bu bize “Demir Perde”
kavramini animsatiyor. lletisim,
ulasim ve bilgi aligverisi Sovyet
ler Birligi ve genel olarak Dogu
Blogu ile dunyanin kalani
arasinda uzun sure kapali kaldi.
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Cocuklar

® Kitapta cocuklar partiye bagli ve
ebeveynlerini ihbar edebilecek
sekilde yetistiriliyor. Cocuk ve
gencler igin, “Gonulld” fakat
katilmamanin “suphe cektigi”
eqQitimler ve aktiviteler var.
Cocukluktan itibaren tamamen
itaat eden ve sorgulamayan
bireyler yetistiriimesi
amaclaniyor. Parsons’larin
cocuklari da partinin tam olarak
hedefledigi sekilde yetisiyorlar
ve ebeveynlerin gcocuklar
uzerindeki etkisi partinin
etkisinden ¢ok daha az.




Genc Oncller

® Sovyetler Birligi'nde kisaca
“Gen¢ Onctler” adi verilen ve
9-15 yas araligindakiler icin
olan bir organizasyon var.
Teorik olarak katilim opsiyonel
olsa da neredeyse herkes
katiliyor ve katilmak
istenmemesi suphe ile
karsilaniyor. Komunist Parti
ideolojisi dogrultusunda
etkinlikler yapiliyor. Genglerin
ulkeye ve Parti'ye bagliliklarini
arttiracak sarkilar, kutlamalar,
anmalar gibi aktiviteler var.




Pavlik Morozov

* Geng Oncl

¢ Sovyet basini tarafindan
anlatildigina gore Pavlik Morozov
1932 senesinde 13 yasindayken
babasini partiye itaatsizlik sebebi
ile GPU’ya ihbar ediyor ve babasi
idam ediliyor. Ailesi Morozov'u
oldurayor. O donemde kahraman
ilan ediliyor, hakkinda sarkilar,
oyunlar, biyografi kitaplari ve
senfonik siir yaziliyor.

® Daha sonra yaplilan iki bagimsiz
arastirma hikayenin neredeyse
tamaminin propaganda amacli bir
kurgu oldugunu ortaya cikariyor.




Diger Benzerlikler

Sansur ve Propaganda
Dusunce Sucu

Tuz Madenleri ve Gulag
2 Dakika Nefret
Toplumsal etkinlikler
Gecmisin kotulenmesi

Politize toplum yapilari



Sovyetler Birliginde 1984

®* 1984 Sovyetler Birligi'nde ciktigi andan itibaren yasakl bir
kitap. Kitapcilardan toplattiriliyor, ithal etmek veya basmak
Ise tamamen yasak ve cezaya tabii. Bu durum ancak
SSCB'nin son yillarinda, 1988 yilinda Novy Mir isimli aylik
jurnal tarafindan kitabin tam halinin basilmasi ile degisiyor.
Sovyet PolitbUrosunun kitaba yasak koymasi ve duzene
tehdit olarak gormesi bana gore icinde hakli elestirel bir
anlati olmasindan kaynaklaniyor. Ozellikle 1984 yilinda
Kitap tekrar inanilmaz populer hale geliyor ve sadece
Sovyetler Birligi degil, icerdigi elementler ile cogu
toplumda guncel elestiriler doguruyor.



INDEX ON CENSORSHIP 4/84

USSR

Michael Glenny

Orwell’s 1984 through Soviet eyes

‘Not one of the Western interpreters of /984 has summoned up the wisdom, courage, or honesty to
admit that Orwell was describing present-day capitalism’, says Viktor Tsoppi

Diligent Soviet-watchers in the West noticed
around the turn of the year a minor spate of
articles in the Soviet press on George
Orwell’s novel 1984, spread over a period of
about four weeks from late December 1983
to mid-January 1984; the most notable of
these pieces (there may have been others that
were not monitored) appeared in widely-
read national newspapers and news
magazines that together cover a very broad
band of readership.

First to publish on this subject was
the popular news magazine Novoye vremya
for 23 December 1983. After a suitable
pause for readers to regain sobriety not only
after New Year but also after the so-called
‘Old New Year' (12 January, the day which
was New Year's Eve before the adoption of
the Gregorian Calendar in 1918 but is still
used by Russians as an excuse for a binge),
the Novoye vremya article was followed by a
long piece spread over the two consecutive
issues of Jzvestiya for 15 and 16 January
1984; then on 18 January came an Orwell
article from the London correspondent of
Literaturnaya gazeta.

The immediate question raised by this no
doubt coordinated series (or partly
coordinated; between the three are differ-
ences of emphasis and interpretation) s this:
‘Why should the Soviet propaganda machine
attempt to exploit Orwell's fierce satire on
Stalinisim and thereby publicise it among
Soviet readers? On the face of it, this is
rather like playing ball with a primed hand-
grenade: it might easily blow up in
someone’s face. The boldness of this exercise
may reflect the increased political sophisti-
cation of the Soviet media that some
Western commentators claim to have
detected during the brief Andropov regime.
Perhaps the most likely motivation was the
urge to pre-empt the use of 1984 by Western
propaganda and information agencies who
aim their material at the Soviet Union; if so,
then the move was no doubt intended as an
antidote to the medium that reaches the
largest Soviet audience — radio. The BBC
Russian Service, for instance, has
transmitted several programmes on Orwell

Michael Glenny is the translator of Mikhail
Bulgakov's The Master and Margarita and
several works by Alexander Solzhenitsyn; he
is writing a history of emigration from the
Soviet Union since the revolution.

over the past few years and is indeed
planning to broadcast readings of /984 in
the near future; presumably Radio Liberty
and the Voice of America will not miss the
opportunity either.

If this is the purpose behind these articles,
then it must be considered sufficiently
important to be worth the risk involved,
because all three journalists in question are
obliged, in varying degrees of detail, to give
a summary of the story of /984 — and hence
to disclose its political aims. The authors
cannot, of course, assume that their readers
already know it, because Orwell's works
have always been strictly on the Soviet Index
librorum prohibitorum, and although a
number of illegal typescript copies are
known to circulate, their number can only
be a minute fraction of the combined reader-
ship of Ilzvestiva, Novoye vremya and
Literaturnaya gazeta, which runs
millions. It would therefore be extremely
interesting to know whether the articles have
provoked any genuine readers’ letters asking
how to get a copy of this devastating critique
of ... capitalism, For that is the gloss that
these bold Soviet exegetes have put on 1984
(OED: ‘Gloss. 1A...: A sophistical or
disingenuous interpretation.’), although, as
mentioned above, with variants according
to the taste of the authors or perhaps
according to the assumed intellectual level
of their readers.

The first article, by Vlkloi' Tsoppi in the
weekly news magazine Novoye vremya, is
entitled ‘1984’ in 1984: Full Circle. The peg
on which he hangs his piece is a programme
on 1984 due to be broadcast on New Year’s
Eve, 1983, by the French television channel
France-3. Since there is no danger of Soviet
viewers actually seeing that programme, the
author is on safe ground in giving his
audience a highly selective résumé of the
subject-matter. Tsoppi then comes briskly
to the point, which is to assert (‘prove’
would hardly be the right word) that
Orwell's satire was not aimed at the USSR at
all but at capitalism, and the USA in
particular; in that sense it was indeed
prophetic, he claims, although its Western
interpreters have consistently been wrong
about its target:

*...This is a timely moment to point out that
the original title of Orwell’s novel was “The
Last European”, and to reflect on the fact

into

that . Transoceania has announced its
readiness 10 “defend™ Western Europe to
the last European. For paradoxical though
it may seem, it is Transoceania that today
exhibits all the characteristics of the
“Oceania” described by George Orwell in
his dry, harsh, purposely angular, unliterary
prose, Ever since its publication, Western
political scientists, among whom are many
Orwellologists, have been leaving dirty
fingermarks on the globe as they feverishly
jab at our country to discover whether the
predictions of the great seer have come true.
But they are jabbing at the wrong country.
One of the few serious students of /984
[Who he? MG] rightly remarked that Orwell
seemed to be saying: “If we're not careful, if
we don't come to our senses, this — in
caricatured form — is what we may end by
getting.”” WE — i.e. the West. WE — i.e.
capitalism...”

While admitting that Orwell was no
Communist supporter, Tsoppi also claims
that Orwell’'s knowledge of Communist
ideology and practice was extremely vague
— an assertion necessary to support his
argument that Orwell drew all his ideas
about totalitarianism from the society in
which he lived. That is why, he explains, all
subsequent efforts by anti-Communists to
make Orwell’s ‘garment of totalitarianism’
fit Soviet socialism have failed; instead, this
garment always turns out to fit another
system — ‘real (real’ny) capitalism’ — from
which Orwell took his measurements in the
first place. His novel, therefore...

‘...is a grim warning to bourgeois-demo-
cratic society, which, as he pointed out, is
rooted in anti-humanism, all-devouring
militarism and denial of human rights...
But not one of the Western interpreters of
1984 has summoned up the wisdom,
coutage or honesty finally to admit that
George Orwell, with his prophetic talent,
was describing the syndrome of present-day
capitalism, with which the rest of us, for
want of any better alternative, are forced to
co-exist, resisting with all our strength its
pathologically militaristic, nuclear-missile
ambitions.”

Thus it is Tsoppi's contention that /984
never had any connection with the Soviet
Union, not even with its unmentionable
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Fikirler

Benim kitapta en ¢ok dikkatimi ceken bolum
Goldstein’in kitabi oldu. Burada Orwell'in kendi
fikirlerini ciddiyetle aktardigini dusuntuyorum.
Goldstein surekli savas ve sefalet duzeninin siyasal
ve ekonomik zeminini analiz edip tespitlerde
bulunuyor, ve aslinda Avrasya, Okyanusya ve Dogu
Asya’'daki duzenlerin pek bir farki olmadigini
anlatiyor. Dolayisiyla Sovyetler Birligi uzerine bir
elestiri olmaktan ote 1984°Un ozellikle bati
toplumlari icin bir uyari kitapc¢igi olarak yazildigi
dusuncesindeyim.



Tesekkurler



