Symposia 875

This is a book that should be read by all dancers. (The only other biography
of Didelot that I know of is by the Russian critic, Iurii Slonimskii, but it has not
been translated.) It is not only the dancer who will profit by it, however, but also
the general public interested in social history.

The illustrations are well chosen but are not very well reproduced.

ArnoLp L. HASKELL
Bath, England

SYMPOSIA

RECENZIJA: A REVIEW OF SOVIET UKRAINIAN SCHOLARLY PUB-
LICATIONS. Published semiannually by the Seminar in Ukrainian Studies
at Harvard University. Vol. 5, ro. 1 (Fall-Winter 1974) and Supplement.
Special issue: $4.00.

ContENnTs: Editorial Note by Frank Sysyn. Edward L. Keenan, “On Some Historical
Aspects of Early Book Printing in the Ukraine.” Edward Kasinec, “Jaroslav Isajevyé As
Historian of the Ukrainian Book.” Marc Raeff, “S. O. Petrov (compiler), Knyhy
hrazdans’koho drukw vydani na Ukrajini: XVIII-persa polovyna XIX stolittja: Kataloh
[Books in Civil Type Published in the Ukraine in the Eighteenth and First Half of the
Nineteenth Centuries: A Catalogue].” Daniel Clark Waugh, “O. Ja. Macjuk, Papir ta
filihrani na ukrajins’kyx zemljax (XVI-poéatok XX st.) [Paper and Watermarks in the
Ukrainian Territories from the Sixteenth to the Beginning of the Twentieth Century].”
Frederick R. Goff, “Borys Ivanovy¢ Zdanevyé (compiler), Kataloh inkunabul. Akademija
nauk Ukrajins’koji R.S.R. Central'na naukova biblioteka [A Catalogue of Incunables].”
James E. Walsh, “Inkunabuly L'vivs'kogi naukovoss biblioteky im. V. Stefanyka Akademssi
nauk URSR: Kataloh [The Incunabula of the L'viv Research Library of the Academy of
Sciences of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic: A Catalogue].” Edward Kasinec,
“Soviet Ukrainian Works on the Old Ukrainian Book, 1964-1974: A Preliminary Bib-
liography.” Illustrations.

SUPPLEMENT: Ihor Sevéenko, “Ljubomudréjsij Kyr" Agapit Diakon: On a Kiev
Edition of a Byzantine Mirror of Princes.” With a facsimile reproduction.

REFORM OF THE ECONOMIC MECHANISM IN HUNGARY: DEVEL-
OPMENT 1968-71. Edited by Otté Gadé. Translated by T. Bécskai, G. Dienes,
Gy. Hajdu and J. Récz. Budapest: Akadémiai Kiadd, 1972. 314 pp. $9.00.

ConTENTs: Editor's Preface. Foreword by M. Timar. Introduction by O. Gadé. P. Vallus
and L. Ricz, “Price System and its Development.” S. Ferge and L. Antal, “Enterprise
Income Regulations.” I. Buda, “Wage Regulation and Manpower Management.” S. Czeit-
ler, “Regulators in Foreign Trade.” L. Ricz and 1. Vincze, “World Market Prices and
Domestic Prices.” Mrs. J. Keserii, “Regulations Concerning Private Consumption.”
I. Berend, I. Dancs, and L. Szabd, “Regulation of Economic Growth.” M. Pulai, “Man-
agement and Crediting of Working Assets.” P. Vallus, “Regulation of Product Turnover.”
J. Sebestyén and E. Farkasfalvy, “Technical Development and Economic Regulators.”
K. Kazareczki, “Special Regulators in Food Economy.” L. Faluvégi and L. Papp, “Eco-
nomic Activity of Local Councils: Its Development and Regulation.” Appendix: Techni-
cal Terms Explained.
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THE REVOLUTION IN SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY AND CON-
TEMPORARY SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT. Academy of the Socialist Re-
public of Romania. Bucharest: Editura Academiei Republicii Socialiste Ro-
mania, 1974. 265 pp.

ConTENTS: Preface by Miron Nicolescu. Manea Minescu, “Raising the Living Standard
of the Population—Central Goal of Romania’s Socio-Economic Development Strategy.”
Miron Constantinescu, “The Revolution in Science and Technology Today—Some Effects
on the Human Essence.” Valter Roman, “On the General Theory of the Scientific and
Technical Revolution.” Elie Carafoli, “The Social Implications of the Development of
Mechanical and Aerospace Sciences.” Mircea Malita, “Spiru Haret, A Romanian Fore-
runner of Mathematical Modelling in the Social Sciences.” Mihai Driginescu, “Economics
and Sociology in the Context of the Revolution in Science and Technology.” Remus
Ridulet, “On the Evolution from Unidiscipline Towards Interdisciplinary Sciences.”
Emilian Dobrescu, “The Revolution in Science and Technology and Some Problems of

* Macroeconomic Modelling.” Stefan Milcu, “Implications of the Scientific and Technical
Revolution in Medicine.” Mihai Florescu, “Revolution in Science and Technology and
Extension of the Base of Resources Necessary for the Development of Contemporary
Economy.” Constantin Vlad, “A Comparative Study of Civilizations: Some Considerations
of Methodology and Method.” Gheorghe Cartianu and Vasile Cituneanu, “The Relation
between Social Working Time, Fiability and Production Level in Modern Technology.”
Edmond Nicolau, “The Informational Man and the Coming World.” Nicolae Racoveany,
“Risks of Technical Transplant in Social Sciences.” Victor Sihleanu, “Technology, An-
thropology, Humanism.” Solomon Marcus, “A Primordial Domain of the Revolution in
Science and Technology: The Humanistic Engineering.” Sergiu Tamas, “The Ecologic
Impact of Social Leadership in the Conditions of the Revolution in Science and Tech-
nology Today.” Mihai Botez, “The Revolution in Science and Technology and the Future
of Mankind.” Septimiu Krausz, “Technical Intelligentsia Facing the Exigencies of the
"Revolution in Science and Technology.” Table des Matiéres. Inhaltsverzeichnis. So-
derzhanie. Sumario.

RUSSLAND UND DEUTSCHLAND. Edited by Uwe Liszkowsks. Kieler His-
torische Studien, vol. 22, Stuttgart: Ernst Klett Verlag, 1974. 334 pp. DM 98.

ConTeEnTs: Kurt Georg Hausmann, “Georg von Rauch siebzig Jahre.” Giinther Wiegand,
“Berichte iiber Osteuropa in spatmittelalterlichen Stadtchroniken.” Manfred Hellmann,
“Gesandte des Deutschen Ordens am Hofe Ivans IV (1564).” Walter Leitsch, “Erzher-
zog Leopold und seine Unrite. Zu einer habsburgischen Kandidatur auf den Moskauer
Thron (1613).” Norbert Angermann, “Zum Handel der deutschen Kaufleute in Pleskau.”
Silke Spieler, “Heinrich von Fick. Ein holsteinischer Mitarbeiter Peters des Grossen.
Notizen zu einer Biografie.” Hellmuth Weiss, “Deutsch-russische Begegnungen in Est-,
Liv- und Kurland im achtzehnten Jahrhundert (nach den Erinnerungen von Andrej
Timofeevi¢ Bolotov).” Heinz Ischreyt, “Die Konigsberger Freimaurerloge und die An-
finge des modernen Verlagswesens in Russland (1760-1763).” Hubertus Neuschiffer,
“Der livlindische Pastor und Kameralist Johann Georg Eisen von Schwarzenberg. Ein
deutscher Vertreter der Aufklirung in Russland zu Beginn der zweiten Hailfte des 18.
Jahrhunderts.” Klaus Zernack, “Negative Polenpolitik als Grundlage deutsch-russischer
Diplomatie in der Michtepolitik des 18. Jahrhunderts.” Helmut Neubauer, “Alexander I
in Heidelberg—1815.” Erik Amburger, “Das Haus Wogau & Co. in Moskau und der
Wogau-Konzern, 1840-1917.” Giinther Stokl, “Johannes Scherr und die Geschichte Russ-
lands. Zur Popularisierung eines Feindbildes.” Michael Garleff, “Zum Russlandbild Julius
von Eckardts.” Wolfgang Geierhos, “‘Der Sozialdemokrat’ und die russischen Revolu-
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tiondre.,” Hartmut Konig, “Die Verschlechterung der deutsch-russischen Beziehungen
1871-1890 in der sowjetischen Geschichtsschreibung.” Inge Auerbach, “Alexander von
Meyendorff und das Nationalititenproblem im Baltikum.” Klaus Meyer, “Die russische
Revolution von 1905 im deutschen Urteil. Uberlegungen zur Anderung des ‘Russlandbildes’
in Deutschland.” Uwe Liszkowski, “Zur Aktualisierung der Stereotype ‘Die deutsche
Gefahr’ im russischen Neoslavismus.” Albrecht Buchholtz, “Leonid Krasin und sein
Verhiltnis zu Deutschland.” Uwe Stehr, “Entspannungspolitische Aspekte der Bundestags-
wahl 1972 aus sowjetischer Sicht.” Schriftenverzeichnis Georg von Rauchs. Verzeichnis
der bei Georg von Rauch angefertigten Dissertationen.

LETTERS

To TuE EDITOR:

In June 1975's Slavic Review, Professor Misiunas reviewed fifteen geography
articles on the fifteen constituent republics of the Soviet Union that appear in the
15th edition of Encyclopaedia Britannica, and found them wanting. He criticized
them on accuracy, balance, editorial sophistication and judgment, and linguistic
consistency.

In the fourth category, linguistic accuracy and consistency, he pointed to a
number of errors, mainly in transliteration. Virtually every one of these was set
forth in Professor Misiunas’s letter to the Editor of Encyclopaedia Britannica
dated December 17, 1974. After review and confirmation over the succeeding
several months, these errors were corrected in the 1976 printing, which is going,
volume by volume, to press as this is written in September 1975,

The balance of Professor Misiunas’s review is on shakier ground. He has
looked at the fifteen articles in question as a separate entity, subjected them to his
own editorial standards, and has insisted that they supply him information that
other articles were designed to supply.

His fundamental fallacy is to seek political and historical perspective in articles
that are essentially Baedeker-style descriptions of geography, the economy, admin-
istrative and social conditions, and cultural activities in life today in the countries
considered. He even acknowledges that the articles devote most of their attention
to “geography, flora, and fauna,” with which “no argument can be made.” Yet he
insists on looking there for history.

Indeed, Professor Misiunas even concedes the existence and balance of sepa-
rate history articles such as those on “Baltic States, History of,” and “Russia
and the Soviet Union, History of,” among others. But he implies that the
historical “balance” supplied by these and related articles is inadequate. The
articles about the individual republics bulk less than sixty pages, in which not more
than a dozen or so are devoted to material he questions. This is not “balanced” by
eighty pages or more of “history of” articles that treat the subject to his relative
satisfaction. ’

Professor Misiunas made the same fundamental error in his 1974 letter, and
our Editor, Warren Preece, pointed it out to him in his reply. That 1974 letter is
clearly the basis of the review; indeed 40 percent of the text of the review is
lifted directly from the earlier letter.

Professor Misiunas makes a second important error in his review, in that he
appears unwilling to use the Micropaedia, the ten “Ready Reference and Index”
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