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The authorities and the society in the rural daily life of Yakutia: 1970 – 1980th
The article is devoted to the daily life of the rural settlements of Yakutia in the epoch of late socialism, in which were reflected various aspects of the relations between the authorities and rural society. The perception and the relations to different levels of personalized power of rural residents are analyzed.

В статье освещены вопросы повседневной жизни якутских сел в 1970 – 1980-х гг. в контексте взаимоотношений власти и общества. Затронуты аспекты государственной аграрной политики и ее воздействия на сельскую повседневность. Анализируется восприятие жителями сельских поселений персонифицированной власти разных уровней. Местная и республиканская власти были ближе, но высшая всесоюзная власть считалась всезнающей силой, вызывающей бесспорную благодарность за поднявшийся уровень жизни на якутском селе. Как показывает реконструкция восприятия власти в сельской повседневности Якутии 1970 – 80-х гг., прослеживаются два основных ракурса. Во-первых, люди осознавали вертикальную иерархию «строгой и сильной власти», относясь к ней с определенной долей уважительного страха; во-вторых, селяне оценивали власть как всемогущую силу, обязанную и способную решать все вопросы жизни. 
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The relations between the authorities and the society are one of the acute research problems in Russian humanitarian science, which in the context of the problems often turn philosophers, political scientists and sociologists. The historical aspects, the past of relationships between the regional authorities and local communities are treated not as regularly. On materials of the Republic of Sakha (Yakutia), largest of the regions of the Far East Federal district of Russia, history of power and administration as a special theme or part of the research performed only in individual cases [1,2]. The attention of researchers, in particular, attracted the subjects of the political history of the Soviet period, the formation of the device of the government. Aspects of relations between the authorities and with the regional society at different stages of the last century remain poorly studied; questions of presence of the power in social reality, perceptions of the power in changing conditions practically aren't shined with the republic population. 

Meanwhile, this side of the region's history seems to be important not only for a complete reconstruction of the past, but also for understanding the many socio-economic, cultural phenomena in modern Yakutia. In light of the current processes of rapid urbanization, active migration and "washout" of the rural population is especially relevant to the analysis of relationships appeal authorities and ordinary people in rural areas of Yakutia. Under article topic discussed on the materials of the late socialism - the period 1970 - 1980 years, the least covered in regional historiography time period.

In general, ideological approach in agricultural research is focused on the Soviet period lighting unconditional success of socialism in the village. Together with the lack of access to a number of informative resources, it is significantly limited the study of rural realities. In the historiography of Yakutia social aspects of rural life period interesting us received considerably smaller, compared with economic issues, lighting. 

History of agrarian production and socialist competition among agricultural workers, enough detail in writings by S.I. Kovlekov [3]. Waste in relation to the labor force at a constant "personnel famine" in the village, neglect of rural human and material capital touched L.I. Vinokurova, who studied the formation and activity of labor staff in the state farms[4]. Analyzing agricultural production in the republic S.I. Kovlekov systematized and introduced into scientific circulation the large volume of evidence selfless labor of rural residents. At the same time were marked by such things as the false registry and business records instead of professional management and objective economic analysis. The plots showing off the lack of financial incentives to improve performance in the state farms are found in the writings of economists of Yakutia [5].

I.A. Argunov was one of the first, who has shined changes in a rural way of life under the influence of the state agrarian policy addressed to social aspects of development of the Yakut village. He had updated the theme of rural social effects caused, among other factors, the socio-economic indicators of the development of rural areas compared with urban and industrial settlements, marked by painful problems of the 1970s in national villages: demographic imbalances and the spread of alcoholism. This author called 1970s - the time of the "social optimism" for rural residents Yakutia [6].
The media in both state languages promoted expected a breakthrough both in production and in social indicators: there was a "final wave" convert all of the Yakut collective farms into state farms is the highest form of the socialist organization of the economy. The Soviet leadership demanded sharp rise of the agricultural sector as a food supply for mining and industrial centers. Growing demand for agricultural products had called for the expansion of the network of any types of soviet farms, to be increase marketability of agricultural sector.

The large-scale work has been planned - intensive mechanization, large amount of reclamation work, increasing productivity, improving the organization of agricultural production and the strengthening of its employees. Unfortunately, agricultural policy at this stage of modernization of rural life has taken the path hasty unification: in Yakutia the economically stable and operating profitably farms with their traditions of good housekeeping had undergone to transformations. Such choice of the way has caused doubts of contemporaries. Haste and superficiality campaigning in the economic reorganization of agriculture met farmers' discontent, sometimes even reluctance to move to a new form of management [7].
Among the consequences of a series of controversial economic reforms in rural areas should indicate changes in mode of life of the rural ethnic communities. The network of settlements of indigenous people had transformed: in the early 1960s in rural Yakutia, there were over 4,400 settlements; in 1979 the settlements were only 726. The structure of the settlements changed: one-third of the population concentrated in large villages with a population of over 1,000 people. The trend toward centralization of rural settlement became clear and distinct. 

The wave of demolition "unpromising villages" with a slight delay from the central regions of Russia, came into Yakutia. Campaign was accompanied by the disappearance of small economic sites and private traditional winter and summer settlements of the Yakuts. The policy of liquidation “unpromising villages" created a social tension in the Yakut villages. The villagers were very afraid of mass transfers and settlements on direct non-alternative instructions "from above". Belief in the omnipotence of authorities able to make the fateful decision was common. For the villagers, this rural resettlement meant not only economic damages and costs , but also social costs , including the expected gap aspect of the cultural heritage, the painful process of "the  loss of roots».

During the period under the direct participation of the party-state authorities to regulate not only agricultural production, but also non-productive spheres of rural life was typical of the whole country. In principle, increasing the state's role in the development of agro-industrial complex is a manifestation of the global trends. But the Soviet experience of comprehensive state regulation of all rural areas, from production to daily life - had its own costs.

In our studies of everyday rural Yakutia found various conflicts in the areas of contact between the person and the public authorities, particularly in the use of public and private time in the distribution of public and private family labor,  organization in adolescent and women's work in production areas , etc. 
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Regarding the participation of rural women in public life and in the production, the special state policy for a woman’s right to work and gender equality (so widely was declared) in reality looked like equality with men in the work load. From mass of facts of everyday labor of rural women in the study period should indicate primarily on physical overload. So, as of 1979, in the Yakut state farms the female-workers were engaged in mechanized work only 14.4%, manual labor with machines and mechanisms - 0.5%. The rest - 85.1 % of women worked in manufacturing (mainly on livestock and crop production – L.V.) without the use of machines and mechanisms [4,p.63].

Eloquent result of the policy in relation to rural women was started at this time the outcome of the young women out of the Yakut villages. This was due entirely low-rated agricultural occupations: at early 1980s only 6% of adult schoolgirls surveyed wanted to work in the state farms, such category of the young men was 30%. One of the factors causing the migration of young people from the villages was living conditions. In Yakutia the housing shortage is a permanent phenomenon for the foreseeable past. At the same time we studied reports on situation rural housing in 1970 -1980s. These archival documents seemed too much optimistic: their main conclusion is stated "all provided with housing, the homeless do not have".  As has been clarified, housing in rural areas, according to conventional thinking, meant any building, in which, sometimes, could live two or three families [8].
Great merit of state power, calling undisputed gratitude, in the studied period, the villagers believed the rise of the level and quality of their lives. When aspects of the impact of state agrarian policy on rural daily are investigated, comparative analysis of documents and materials of oral history makes visible simplicity of the Yakut villagers, their ability to enjoy the simplicity, to be happy in conditions of deficiency and discomfort. After the collective farm decades with collectivist equality in overall poverty, including the lack of even a very modest home, it became possible to improve housing conditions.

During the considered period was expanded the sphere of individual house building in the rural Yakutia. Rural residents got the opportunity to buy a modern building materials and paint. As the certificate of a new, joyful stage of daily life sounds next text of memory: " ... in the seventies all young villagers were starting build new houses, there was happiness - own house, with a slate roof of a palace!"[9]. It should be emphasized that the informant had previously lived in a tiny structure, adapted for living house.

In the aspect of relations between the authorities and villagers formed in regional historiography thesis of social optimism of the 1970th in the villages of Yakutia is not entirely unambiguous. Also undeniably positive changes in the material and financial support of the workers new state farms had not been overcome fundamental contradictions in the management and organization management. The study reveals a picture of working conditions is extremely hard work of the people as the basis of the existence of the Yakut village. It was obvious that the high intensity of agricultural labor in imperfect labor relations in general turned around low efficiency. The cost of agrarian production had not reduced, despite large investments of human effort of conscientious workers.

In rural settlements the duality of content of everyday things often manifested, administrative and bureaucratic approach permeated everything: for example, in a socialist competition, as reflected in the published literature , and oral history Yakut villages. "At our farm a socialist competition was organized. One milkmaid made an appeal to raise yields, the rest were obliged to compete with her. In that year, feed for cattle was very poor, we had skinny cows, milk was a little bit. So this supposedly leading person in their buckets of milk the water added. In that time milk fat did not measured. To judge such behavior, to expose - would be too expensive. This woman was a niece of village's soviet council chairman. ... She got the Certificate of Appreciation from the authorities and received the special "fund" (the card for the purchase of scarce goods - L.V.)" - told our informant, who worked as a milkmaid in the 1970th [10]. 
Characteristically, many years later the informant emotionally described the disturbance of quiet simple workers on such things – false statements, awarding unworthy, promotion of only relatives. Publicly no one spoke about it, which is explainable in terms of a small village, literally riddled network clan-related, neighbor and production dependencies of each person. Tolerance of superior authority to doubtful facts in the distribution of honors, wealth and substitution positions only increased skepticism and distrust among the rural population.

Double standards have gradually become part of daily life: it was possible to promote the moral code of the builder of communism and itself it doesn’t comply with, and to be the leader of the state farm and ... to be a drunkard [11]. The analysis of the daily life history of Yakut villages in the 1970-1980th revealed gradually "rationing" abnormal, legalization of the fact that in rural social practice always condemned, it wasn’t accepted. In daily life alcoholism and laziness extended, there was inconceivable earlier in compact societies a theft of public and state property.

On the background of the formalization of the labor regime, the general decline of industrial discipline clearly traced signs of erosion work culture, narrowing at the motivations of people employed in agriculture. Indicative in this respect the results of checking the efficiency of labor in the Yakut state farms conducted by the Committee of People's Control Yakut ASSR in 1982 in the midst of agricultural work in one area:" state farms in the last two years by 10 August prepare only 41,1% of hay against the established Council Ministers YASSR - 62%". The Committee noted the lack of "rise after May 1982 and VI of the Plenum of the Regional Committee of the CPSU, dedicated to solving the problems of agriculture and famous Food Program”. 
Besides the sharp (two-fold – L.V.) slowdown fodder even in comparison with 1980., we noted the phenomenon of strategic importance for rural life : it was stated that from year to year hay areas assigned to farms declined [12]. In other words, the space created and cultivated by previous generations of villagers decreased. Apparently, the declared agrarian priorities of «concentration and specialization of agricultural production" were introduced by these ways.

The contradictions between the official propaganda and the real situation in the sphere of work and life, quality and a standard of living of ordinary workers, the village is one of the least studied and poor sources scenes of rural life. Working conditions in the vast majority of farms remained very serious, the share of manual skills made more than 80%. Between the "poster" picture of organization and management of agrarian processes and the reality of daily work, between "in word and deed" there was a significant difference, reflexively by rural residents.

In real practice, contacts of representatives of the republican authorities with rural residents were held only at the centers of districts and large villages, which often were the central estates of state farms. Remote little village, production camps had been visited mainly representatives of the district authorities. Visits of higher authorities had prepared in advance - e.g. on arrival, a member of the instructor of the regional Committee of the Communist party informed required to prepare all reports, all current information. Often the whole scenario of the meeting of representative of power with common people was discussed. 
Our informants remember that the participants of the general meeting recommended that the list of "desirable" questions. In any rural society was always the identity or even micro group of people keeping ability to think critically and to express their own, sometimes unpleasant, point of view - with them  conducted a "preventive conversation", or tried to temporarily remove from the venue of the meeting [13]. We can say that in rural daily life of Yakutia there were unwritten "rules of the game", they were allowed to maintain a balance of relations between different levels of government and society.

In this light a peculiar a kind of folklore in the memoirs of former workers of state farms exists: ditties in the Yakut language, proverbs and sayings, rather sharply assessing the daily reality of rural workers [CC]. Existence of a social distance between the simple hard worker and the administration of different level was realized also: e.g., chief of the local department was perceived more loyal in labor and communication vicinity; the authorities of republican level were perceived as already living in another world, in another space. The saying in the Yakut language is symptomatic: “Khallaan yurdyuk, ihraakhtaagih ihraakh – Djokuuskayj toyjonugar khotommut kestubeht” - ("The sky is high, the tsar is far, our cowshed isn't visible to the administration of capital Yakutsk" - L.V.)[13]. As you can see, in the old text with reference to the tsar inserted new content.

It should be emphasized ironic specificity of rural folklore Yakutia (continued up to the present day - L.V.), is the use of archaic feudal terminology for administration designation. Perhaps, in this regional context was offset psychological discomfort caused any rigid hierarchy? In general, the reconstruction of the perception of power in rural daily life of Yakutia 1970s-80s traced two main angles: first, people were aware of the vertical hierarchy "strict and strong power", treated it with a certain degree respectful fear; secondly, the villagers were estimated power as the all-powerful and all-knowing force obliged and able to solve all the problems of life.
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