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ABSTRACT

This study aims to explore the second economy of Soviet Georgia by
reconstructing aspects of its social organisation and the workings
of selected examples of second economy activity.

Since its principal research mode is participant observation, this
involved living for over a year within a community of recent
migrants from Soviet Georgia to Israel. This experience offered
opportunities:

a) to gain access to everday behaviour 1n order to establish
that culture's basic values, and

'b)  to build up detailed and cross-checkable case studies. In
so doing, it aimed to exploit the resources of a living
community by treating it as a data-base.

Its further aim, however, is not merely to obtain details of cases
and to understand these by placing them in their cultural setting.
These cases, when considered against the background of a people’s
mores and values, provide the building blocks which allow us to E
understand the wider formation of which they are a part.

The study then aims to engage in the secondary ana]ysis of these
cases in order to construct a model of Soviet Georgia's system of
second economy production and distribution.

While traditional explanations focus on Georgia's natural resources
as the major reason for its flourishing Second Economy, this study
looks at primary cultural patterns and daily behaviour conduct which
underlie the social expressions of a people. It then identifies the
Social Support Network as a focus of personalised relationships 1in
Soviet Georgia. The Social Support Network is also the power base

of Second Economy activity. The way the network operates and the
shape it takes determines the scope of 1ts operations and the ability
of members to functim as agents 1n that economy.

After setting up the core values of Soviet Georgia's society and

their manifestations in the Second Economy, two detailed case studies
examine the structure and operation of the production and distribution
of goods. These are supplemented by six accounts of crisis events

which allow us a close look 1into the way the informal system copes
with emergencies.

A1l of this enables a reassessment of Soviet Georgia's Second Economy,

the sources of its rapid expansion and unrivalled success in the Soviet
system as well as possible future developments.
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l.

SOVIET GEORGIA AND THE SECOND ECONOMY: THE RESEARCH QUESTION

1.1 Some Observations

"Georgiang are known throughout the Soviet Union as a high-living
breed . . . Socialiam seeme never to have taken firm root 1in
Georgia, where money talks too loudly to suit proper Communists.”

(Kaiser, 1976, p.110)

"Among other Soviets, Georgians have a reputation for paying the
biggest bribee to store clerks for DEFITSITNY goods, bidding the
highest prices for used cars, renting private rooms at the old
Sandunovsky baths in Moscow and banqueting like grandees on
gpecial succulent lamb shashlik flown in, with s8ervants, on an
illieitly chartered plane from Tbisili."

(Smith, 1980, p.125-6)

"Of all the places we visited, Moscow's heavy hand seemed to fall
lightest on Georgia.”

(Stewart, 1969, p.108)

"All my information pointe to the fact that there was a going
rate in those years (the sixties and early seventies in Georgia)
for ministerial posts, ranging from 100,000 Rubles for the not
very important post of Minister for Social Security, up to
260,000 to 300,000 Rubles for such bottomless feeding troughs as
the Miniastries of Trade and Light Industry. At the time, there
were more people ready and able to pay several hundred thousand
Rubles for a ministerial post than there were vacancies, 8o when
a post did come up, a competition began - something very like an
auction would take place behind the scenes, although the victonr
was not always the highest bidder. That is because the competi-
tion was not merely among the aspirants to the vacant post but
also a competition among the recipients of their bribes .. ."
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"The whole of Georgia knew that the only way to get into the
Thilisi Medical Institute in the sixties wase either to have
congiderable patronage or pay 15,000 Rubles, and all were equal
before this law.”

(Stmi8, 1982, p.169)

These impressions have been argued about consistently over a long
period, and shared by leading experts on Soviet economics:

"The literature on Soviet Anti-Systemic Economic Behaviour (which
18 roughly congruent with the term Second Economy here) 18 full
to bursting with references to Georgians . . . It 18 obvious to
the eye of any traveller that Georgians are considerably richer
than the population of RSFSR, except perhaps in Moscow and
Leningrad, where there 18 concentrationm of well-paid people and
the offietal figures much exceed the Russian average . . . the
Georgtan propensity to ASEB 18 notorious, and a few (literary)
references are enough. This rather firm conclusion - and I make
bold to call 1t no less -~ has the most severe consequences for
many estimates of the Soviet ecomomy.”

(Wiles, 1880)

"In form thie (private activity in industry and trade) may not
differ greatly from what takes place in other regions, but in
Georgia it seems to have been carried out on an unparalleled
gcale and with unrivalled scope and daring . . . tllegal private
activity and corruption seems especially highly developed in the
goutherm regions of the country: In Transcaucasia, and 1in

Central Asia . . . however, Georgia has a reputation second to
none in this respect.”

(Grossman, 18977)

Along with the numerous anecdotal impressions of travellers, journal-
ists and scholars, let us consider some official figures. It is said
that Georgia had in 1972 more private cars per capita than any other
of the Soviet republics (Kipnis, 1978), had the highest percentage of

the population in institutions of higher education in 1970, going by
break-down of nationality (with Jews being the only exception)
(Hirszowicz, 1982); and an enormous number of specialists avoided
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their designated job assignments, while still managing a good standard

of 1iving (Suny, 1979). Wiles (1980), estimates that 25% of Georgian
GNP is black.

We cannot avoid concluding that there is remarkable unanimity of
opinion among Sovietologists and Western observers, that Georgia is
unrivalled in the USSR both in the level and in the sophistication of
its second economy.

1.2 Some Explanations

Following that, the questions that arise are: how is it that Georgia
has become the epitome of corruption in the Soviet system? or, what is
it that makes Georgia a fertile ground for a flourishing second
economy? and how and why does it work so successfully?

A traditional explanation highlights the natural resources of Georgia
and its high output in growing quality and scarce products: 1in par-
ticular its winter vegetables, tobacco, flowers, fruits, honey, silk
(Davitaya, 1972). And the fact that Georgia has virtually a monopoly
in teas (96% of all Soviet production); citrus fruits (98% of all
union produce); and wines (nicknamed 'the wine-mine'). This goes
along with the popular image of the Georgian, who makes money by
filling a suitcase with tangarines or carnations, and sells them on a

freezing winter day in a Moscow market (Smith, 1980; Kaiser, 1976;
Parsons, 1982; Wiles, 1980).

However, as Grossman notes (1977), the agricultural scene is rather
distinct from the enormous private activity in industry and trade; and
one cannot 1imit the overall boom simply to one sector of the economy.

In addition, the question, of how does the unofficial system operate

in a strictly controlled regime, with numerous bureaucratic procedures
and official barriers, still remains.

Other factors mentioned are the huge tourist movement centred on the
shores of the Black Sea and the mountain health resorts: some three

million tourists annually (Davidashvili, 1971). As well as the rela-

tively warm weather, which considerably reduces living costs in winter
(Wiles, 1980).
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Yet another factor sometimes used to explain the economic state of
affairs 1s the traditionally strong nationalistic tendencies, which
work in both directions: Georgians attempt to reject directives from
Moscow® (the official, state-owned economy is, of course, associated
with the Gosplan); whilst Moscow is somewhat reluctant to impose its
'Russification’ policy and allows the Republic considerable latitude
in the running of its internal affairs (Kazemzadeh, 1979; Kipnis,
1978; Suny, 1979; Wiles, 1980).

1.3 Another Dimension - the Philosophy behind this Study

While traditionally, Soviet Georgia's flourishing second economy has
been the preoccupation of economists or political scientists, I agree
with Wiles (1980) that in order to understand the issue in question,
one should look into the fundamentals of the culture: to the indi-
viduals concerned themselves, employing person-centred methods of
research through personal involvement. It is only by closely observ-
ing a community's daily routine, by assessing the beliefs and values
of a people, by 1ook1ng'at actual behaviour in particular situations,
that a working model of a society and its economic way of life can be
established. This is a process which anthropologists have termed
participant observation. There is really nothing revolutionary in the
idea - possibly any traveller to Georgia grasps the fundamental dif-
ferences in the atmosphere and daily conduct, as compared with other
parts of the Soviet Un10n3; yet it is a novelty: the concept and its

methodology have never previously been employed in the context of the
workings of a second economy.

There are then a number of questions that arise when we come to
consider the role of Soviet Georgia within the overall setting of the
Soviet Union. Firstly, if Soviet Georgia is indeed different from
other Soviet republics, on what bases do these differences spring
from? I[f, as observers appear to insist, there is to be found in
Georgia a distinctive culture that “"is much closer to the Mediter-
ranean world than to Moscow" (Smith, 1980), then how does this culture
'work’ in its dealings with a Moscow-based and controlled bureaucracy?
And if, as we be]iéve, there is a flourishing second economy in

Georgia, how does the operation of this economy relate both to the




culture in which it is set, and to the rigidities of the formal system
- the first economy?

In short, what I am primarily concerned with in this thesis is to
provide an understanding of the nature, and some indication of the
extent of the second economy in Soviet Georgia, the processes by which
it operates and the cultural bases on which it depends. In doing so,

I follow a truism of anthropology - that an understanding of economic
phenomena cannot be achieved if these are separated from their cuilt-

ural milieu (eg. Douglas and Isherwood, 1980).

In this thesis I will concentrate on the period of the 1960's and
1970's, roughly till about the fall of Mzhavanadze - the deposed first
secretary in 1972: a move that had political repercussions which

extended right throughout the Republic, and which provides a suitable
demarcation point.
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2. SOVIET GEORGIA - A GENERAL OVERVIEW

Georg'ia4 is one of the fifteen republics comprising the Soviet Union.
It occupies an area of about 70,000 sq. km. (26,757 sq. miles) and
lies in the Central and Western Transcaucasia. To the West, it bor-
ders the shores of the Black Sea, and to the North rise the Greater
Caucasus mountains. The South is also mountainous (more than 80% of

fts territory is covered by mountains and hills). To the East 1ies
the Azerbaijani plain.

Georgia's bordering neighbours are the RSFSR, Armenian SSR, Azerbaijan
SSR, and Turkey. It contains two autonomous Soviet Socialist
Republics: the Abkhaz (capital: Sukhumi) and the Adjarian (capital:
Batumi). There is also one Autonomous Region: the South Ossetian

(capital: Tskhinvali). The Republic's capital is Tbilisi, which has
enjoyed this role for over 1500 years.

2.1 History - A Brief Outline

While tradition relates the Georgians back to the biblical Japhet, it
is generally accepted that the early inhabitants of the Caucasus were
connected with the Central Asian Hittites and that there were strong
Semitic influences. At the time of Alexander the Great the first
Georgian dynasty was set up (4th Century BC), to which period the
written Georgian lanquage can be first traced.®

The first century AD saw the whole area come under Roman influence
through which Christianity was introduced - the Georgians were amongst
the first in the region to accept it (4th and 5th Centuries).

It was not until the 11th Century, however, that Georgia became a
unified kingdom and an important regional power. A century of a
strong Georgian empire began, with borders on both the Black and
Caspian Seas. It was a period of cultural expansion, too, in which
Rustaveli's immortal saga 'The Knight in the Tiger's Skin' was writ-

ten. It is a period on which the nation's historical memory 1is
strongly centred, and is continually referred to.



In the following centuries the Georgian kingdom was torn to pieces as
much by inner rivalry and local interests as by invading forces:
Persians, Mongols, Ottomans, Arabs, Russians. These were to blend the
Georgian people of the region into a unique race with a distinctive
culture. Gradually the Caucasus came under increasing Turkish and
Russian influences. Finally, King George XII submitted his Kingdom to
Russian rule, at the turn of the 19th Century. This was followed by a
process of gradual incorporation into the Greater Russian Empire. 1In
1921 Georgia was forced into the Soviet Union after a brief period of
independence (1918-1921), first as part of the Transcaucasian federa-
tion, and later as an independent republic.

2.2 The People

According to the last Census, in 1979, Georgfa houses Jjust over
5,000,000 people, splitting evenly between urban and rural popu-
lations. The native Georgians make up a clear majority (some 70%),
with Armenians, Russians and Azeris the largest minorities (9%, 7.5%
and 5% respectively). The Jewish minority, once some 1.5% of the
population (up to the beginning of the 1970's), has practically halved
as a result of the mass emigration of the last decade.

There are tensions between the different ethnic groups, especially as
the Georgian majority tries to impose its hegemony and mores on the
Republic's minorities. Armenians are traditionally the most hated
element (Elyashvili, 1975; Kazemzadeh, 1979); and recently (1978) the
Abkhaz minority issued a formal request asking to be detached from the
Georgian Republic and joined up in the neighbouring RSFSR. Georgia is
possibly the only Republic where Russians do not occupy the dominant
positions in the political structure, the education system, or the
economy (Parsons, 1982; Freidgut, 1974; Simis, 1982). Ethnic mixing

(by inter-marriage) between the Georgians and others is almost nil
(Peters, 1981). A11 these factors serve to foster the Georgian na-

tional identity, stressing local patriotism and rejecting alien cult-
ures.

Georgians are forced to live in close-knit communities, as nearly 80%
of the 1and is mountainous and only 40% of the land area is suitable
for cultivation. The land under tillage is four times more densely
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inhabited than the USSR average (Davitaya, 1972) and the majority of
the population is concentrated in the valleys, which occupy only 13%
of the territory (Gegeshidze, 1974).

Towns are growing fast, attracting not only rural dwellers, but also
non-Georgians. Tbilisi in particular has a long standing tradition of
a cosmopolitan centre. Georgians, however, stick to Georgia. Only
90,000 of them (in 1970) were estimated to live in other parts of the
USSR; possibly the lowest incidence of ethnic dispersion in the Soviet
Union (Parsons, 1982).

The standard of 1iving, relative to other Soviet republics, is high,
and is probably the highest in the whole of the USSR, aggregating
primary and second economy incomes together (Wiles, 1980). There are
important pointers to this such as Georgia having the highest number
of cars and physicians per capita; a saving account average twice the
national average (though the 'official' GNP showed a very low growth
rate). Yet the most recent reports indicate that today even 1in
Georgia certain items (in particular meats, butter, grains) are ra-

tioned and Georgians are finding it increasingly difficult to afford
the soaring black market prices.

2.3 The Economy

Georgia is the land of 'the Golden Fleece', blessed with numerous
natural resources. In the words of St. George (1973): "It is hard to
imagine a piece of land more richly endowed by nature" (p.204).
Resources include marble, peat, zinc, coal, iron, o0il and particularly
manganese. But Georgia's reputation is highest in respect of food
production, which is nearly 45% of the total output and is the main
source of employment (Schroeder-Greenslade, 1980; Peters, 1981).
Recreational facilities for tourists and holiday-makers in the Black
Sea and mountain areas provide a further major money earner. Georgia
enjoys a monopoly in citrus fruits: 98% of the total production of
the USSR (Davidashvili, 1971); in teas (96%) and in table wines, which
were praised by Homer over 2,000 years ago (Peters, 1981). But it is

also a major source of high quality tobacco, vegetables (especially
winter vegetables), fruits, flowers, silk.




While this study does not deal with the second economy of the agricul-
tural sector, it is a well established fact that this is a major
contributor to the flourishing informal economy. The Georgian who
packs his suitcases with tangerines, or the season's flowers, to sell
them in frozen Moscow or Leningrad, is not just a popular stereotype.
The reality is sustained by the dense air traffic between Georgia's
major towns and other repub]icss, which has resulted in a waiting list

of two weeks on average - a fact disclosed not only by my informants,
but also by the London office of Aeroflot.

Georgian recreation resorts are famous throughout the Soviet Union and
'beyond. There were more than 3,000,000 tourists in 1969 (David-
ashvili, 1971). Among the Black Sea visitors are many of the Soviet
leaders (Maclean, 1980) (Krushchev was arrested there, whilst on
vacation), and the health spas of Borzomi’/ and Zkhaltubo are renowned.

This massive traffic should be another contributor to the highly
successful second ec:t:mt:nvn_y.8

Georgia is also well industrialized. It produces steel, pig iron and
rolled metal - it stood in third place in the Union in metallurgical
production in 1970 (Davitaya, 1972). Its hydro-electric power poten-
tial is far beyond its current needs. In Batumi there are o0il refin-
eries whilst Georgia produces agricultural machinery and as much as
one-third of the all-Union production of locomotives (Davidashvili,
1971). It has a developed chemical and pharmaceutical industry.
About one-eight of the total workforce was employed in the heavy
industry in 1975 (Schroeder-Greenslade, 1980),

In 1light industry one should mention, in particular, footwear?
(Davidashvili, 1971) food preservations and fabrics (Davitaya, 1972).

Light industry accounted for about a quarter of all employees in 1975
(Schroeder-Greenslade, 1980).

One of the strong characteristics of Georgian economy is that a high
proportion of it (mainly in the agricultural sector) is conducted in
private. That is to say, it is conducted privately with official
sanction - to distinguish it from unofficial, second economy activity.

In 1975 this sector accounted for about two-fifths of agricultural
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employment and was responsible for almost half of agricuitural pro-
duce: it accounted for one-eighth of farmed land and for over half the
livestock herds. The private sector produced 64% of the meat, 54% of
the milk, 43% of the eggs and 46% of the wool. It also supplied 64%
of the fruits and 51% of the vegetables in Georgian production. 1In
1978, 41% of urban housing was privately owned in Georgia. All these

figures are high and above the average for the USSR - the highest
private profile for any republic (Schroeder-Greenslade, 1980).

This large and successful private sector necessarily makes the seepage
of resources from the public sector into private hands much easier.
After all, as Wiles (1980) indicates, "it is difficult to distinguish

a private pig from a non-private pig and the pig itself can't care
less about where it comes from."

2.4 Georgia under Soviet Rule

In 1921, after enjoying a short period of independence (1918-1921) as
a Social Democratic Republic, Georgia was 'freed’ by the 11th Red

Army, and since then has been part of the USSR.,10 one of fifteen
republics in the Union.

The first Soviet years in Georgia saw a rapid economic development
accompanied by the retention of much of the country's cultural autono-
my. Yet an underground resistance movement existed, and an attempt to
overthrow the regime was made in 1924. The church was a traditional
opponent of communism and its leadership was arrested after making an
international appeal for help against religious persecution.

The 1930's and 1940's saw two Georgians standing at the highest pin-
nacles of power within the Soviet system - Stalin and Beria. Both
leaned heavily on Georgia in a reign of terror. During their time,
forced collectivization changed the foundations of the domestic econo-
my dramatically and many of the leading figures in Georgian Bolshevism
and the intellectual elite were liquidated, some experiencing show
trials, some not. Yet it is symptomatic that once Stalin was denounc-

ed by Khrushchev at the 20th Party Congress (1956), he at once became
a national symbol and still is to this dayi..f11
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In the Great Patriotic War - the Soviet term for World War Il -
Georgia, though under threat of invasion from the Germans, stayed
intact. And, as with other regions, Georgians were enlisted in the
Forces en masse and fought br'ave'lyq..12 It was a Georgian who flew the
Red Flag over the Reichstag: a symbol of Soviet victory.

The early 1950's were characterized by a bitter power struggle over
supremacy in the Caucasus and Georgia, with Beria ('the butcher of
Georgia') fighting fiercely to retain his position. He fell in June
1953, and was replaced by one of Khrushchev's men, Mzhavanadze, who
was to rule for nineteen years.

2.5 The Last Twenty Years: the Sixties and Seventies in Georgia

The 1960's and early 1970's are the chosen period of this research

project, as this covers the span of time my informants were active

economically and otherwise; and most of the information generated
relates to this period.

The 1960's and early 1970's were characterized by rapid economic
growth, most of it being unofficial, however, and therefore not re-
corded. Official figures ostensibly point to a poor 'econom1c perfor-
mance and a less than average standard of living (Peters, 1981;
Shroeder-Greenslade, 1980; Suny, 1979) - both claims are the reverse
of the truth if the whole economic picture is considered. Under
Mzhavanadze, the second economy thrived. Stories spread about under-
ground millionaires, of which the most famous was Otari Lazishvili who

- according to the legend - had his bath taps made of pure gold. Even
the church hierarchy was corrupt.

However, one way or another, the 1960's were a period of marked pros-
perity: many rural areas were introduced to electricity, running
water and sewerage; transportation was improved, and, at the start of
the 1970's, Georgia had more cars and better housing per capita than

any other Soviet republic. It also had the highest density of doctors
and academic professionals in general.
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In 1972, the tide turned for many: Mzhavanadze was dismissed and
replaced by Shevardnadze, who had a reputation for being an honest and
tough person. Apparently he decided to bring an end to the prevalent
state of affairs, and mass purges began: hundreds of people were
sacked from top-level positions and some 25,000 were arrested. It
took some time for the new regime to stabilize, with both sides of the
dispute recognizing reality. Shevardnadze at last understood that
there was no way of uprooting the second economy (there had been some
bombs, and a fire had almost destroyed the Tbilisi Opera House, which
could have been an attempt on his 1ife - a warning not to take things
too far). On the other hand, much of the most extravagant forms of
corruption are no longer to be found these days in Georgia. Thus,
higher education and the Tbilisi Medical School, in particular, are no
longer a short path to fortune through 'admission fees' and false
diplomas. The same is true with the Church, which was known to be a
special interest of Tamara Mzhavanadze, the First Secretary's wife
(nicknamed Tsarina Tamara, after the legendary queen of the 12th
Century Georgian Empire). And it is probable that ministerial posts
cannot be bought for money today, and that underground millionaires do
not indulge in conspicuous consumption as flagrantly as before.

The 1960's and 1970's also saw a steady increase in national revival:
a 're-nationalization’ process (Suny, 1979). This tendency to
'Georgianization' of the country expressed itself in various ways.
For instance, there was disbrimination against minority ethnic groups
in higher education, from which not only the Armenians (a tradition-
ally hated element in Georgia) particularly suffered but also the
Abkhazians and - the Russians! Georgia is the only Republic where
Russians are not automatically the better educated (Parsons, 1982).
Above all, there was the campaign against the Moscow initiative to
introduce Russian at the expense of Georgian, which came to a c¢limax
in 1978, when some 30,000 demonstrated in Tbilisi.
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In the 1960's and 1970's some 99% of all Georgians regarded Georgian
as their native tongue, and recently only 25% claimed fluency in
Russian; but this is an improvement over past decades (Parsons, 1982).

Georgians rarely inter-marry. In 1969, it was estimated that 93.5% of
Georgians married other Georgians (Peters, 1981).

In 1972 a society for the protection of Georgian historic monuments
was founded, the first of its kind in the USSR. And in 1976/1977 a
small group of nationalists, headed by Zviad Gamasakhurdia, the son of
a famous Georgian novelist, made a statement "welcoming military
intervention by the United States to aid Georgia's secession from the
Soviet Union." (David Shipler, The New York Times, 24th July, 1978).
Earlier in the 1960's the fifteen hundredth anniversary of Tbilisi and
the efight hundredth anniversary of Shota Rustaveli's birth were given
much attention and celebrated with exaggerated grandeur.

Present intelligence from Georgia talks of a decline in economic
prosperity. Some consumer goods are rationed, including meat, eggs
and butter. Black market prices have soared and fewer can afford to
buy. Regarding nationalistic tendencies, they are still strong. In
March 1981, two mass demonstrations were staged in Tbilisi against
Russification attempts; and last November, the same Zviad
Gamasakhurdia protested to Andropov about cultural suppression of
Georgians in Azerbaijan (Tavisuplebi's Tribune (40), May 1983).
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3. THE SECOND ECONOMY AS AN EMERGING FIELD QF STUDY

3.1 A Note on Names and Terminology

The emerging area of research, which I refer to in this study as 'the
second economy', is known under various names - a reflection on its
diverse origins and immature state of development. Other common names
include: the irregular economy, the hidden economy, the shadow econo-
my, the black economy, the underground economy, the subterranean
economy, the informal economy. While there were several attempts to
classify them in some meaningful pattern (eg: Gershuny and Pahl,
1980; Ditton, 1979; South, 1982; Henry, 1981; Gaudin and Schiray,
1982; Mars, 1982), these have tended to be somewhat personal and
specific13 (South, 1982). So it is left to the investigator concerned
to evolve a suitable terminology and framework of meanings.

When considering an appropriate name, 1 ruled out the hidden, under-
ground, subterranean and shadow economies - because they do not corre-
spond well to the Georgian reality. There is nothing really hidden
about that part of Georgian economy, it certainly is neither under-
ground nor subterranean; and there is some doubt as to who actually
shadows who - is the 'first' economy shadowing the ‘second', or is it
the other way round? - as some of this research evidence suggests.
The black economy seems to be a somewhat-misleading title, especially
after a whole spectrum of ‘colours’ were introduced for the analysis
of the Soviet market (Katsenelinboigen, 1977, 1978). And there is
nothing peculiarly esoteric or occult about that economy. To the

contrary, all evidence points towards its being a well-organized
system, with wide social approval.

So I was left with two concepts that fitted the case better: the
informal economy and the second economy. I did incline to favour the
former, because it captures one essential difference: the variant of
formality versus informality. But I declined it for the latter,
mainly because the second economy is the more established term used in
reference to the Soviet (-:-cont:mt,y,l'4 and eliminates certain ethical
qualms - is value neutral as far as is humanly possible.
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3.2 A Working Definition of the 'Second Economy'

Throughout this study the standard term used will be THE SECOND

ECONOMY. In defining it I follow Grossman (1977) and Mars (1982) with
some amendments.

The second economy comprises all movements of resources that fulfil
both following tests:

(a) are directly or indirectly for private gain; and

(b) are in some significant respects in knowing contravention of
either the letter or the spirit of the law.

While Grossman suggests that the fulfilment of either of these condi-
tions is sufficient for an activity to be designated as part of the
second economy, here we are concerned only with the {1licit activ-
ities, and therefore exclude the private legal sector, which falls

within Grossman's original statement. To this degree, my definition
is more restrictive. On the other hand, this definition is more

inclusive, by accommodating any transaction which serves the said
ends. It is the totality of transactions (unrecorded or recorded
under misleading headings) that comprise a parallel economic order,

which can rightfully be described as a system, running alongside the
'first', official economy.

The definition also allows for indirect as well as direct private
gain. This 1s important, for in the Georgian reality it is part of

social mores to solicit for nepotistic advantage, and one's commitment
reaches far beyond the nuclear family. This is in accordance with the

philosophy of this study, which stresses the significance of broad
cultural factors in shaping an informal economy, or, indeed, any
economy .

Finally, to avoid any unforeseen omissions, the definition of 'law’
was enlarged to include violations against the spirit of the law - to
accommodate such well-known phenomena as, for example, the ‘Tolkach' -

the fixer who uses informal means to reach legitimate ends. While he
may not intentionally be breaking the law, he nevertheless knowingly
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uses ways which are in clear breach of formal regu]ations.15 As such,
these acts fall within what 1s defined here as 'the second economy'’.

3.3 The Scope of the Field: Studies on the Second Economy

A recent bibliography on materials pertinent to the second economy
1ists over thirty books published in the last decade with direct
reference to this subject; and more than a hundred other publi-
cations (The Canadian Network on the Informal Economy, 1982). And
South's (1982) bibliography is even more comprehensive.

Studies of the second economy are now accepted as providing not only
knowledge 1n their own right, but also useful insights into a whole
range of practical activities - from the informal workings of
industrial relations systems (Mars and Mitchell, 1976) and studies

of workers self-control (Henry, 1978), through psychological impli-
cations of pilferage (Zeitlin, 1971) to its real influence on
political perceptions and government welfare policies (Cornford, 1980;
OCPU, 1978). There is, in addition, a growing body of comparative
material now surfacing from different countries, some of which are
macro-estimates and calculations of extent (Gutmann, 1976; Feige, 1979);
some are attempts at micro studies of particular aspects or locations
(Ferman et al, 1978), and some attempts at articulating both levels
(Henry, 1978; Gershuny, 1978; Gershuny & Pahl, 1980).

[111cit informal economic activity is as old as economic activity
itself. Wherever there have been social organisations and legitimate,
formalised economic relations, there were also to be found the bending
of rules. One of the most fascinating accounts (and a most detailed
one) of earlier times, is the 'Merchant of Prato' (Origo, 1963) who
1ived in this Italian town and fiddled the tax authorities in the 14th
century.

More systematic sociological studies started to tackle this issue

only in the last two decades, and itwas not until very recently
that the 1dea of a 'second' parallel economic system, running
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alongside the formal 'first' economy and with the characteristics
of complex relations matrices has clearly emerged. (First
formulated at the Outer Circle Policy Unit paper, 1978).

Henry (1981) put it well when suggesting:

How can we 1ook at marriage and the family, for
example, and ignore extra-marital affairs which
may maintain the very existence of many families?
How can we estimate the real economic activity of
a country when as much as one fifth of 1ts work
force may have unregistered second jobs or be
involved in informal trading networks? How can
we judge the effectiveness of our health care
services when the bulk of health care takes place
in the family and local community? We need to
know how these informal institutions operate,
and also how they relate to their formal counterparts.
(Henry, 1981, p.1. Also quoted in Mars,1982)

Mars (1982) identifies three types of economies which correspond

to a typology of development: the i1ndustrialised societies versus
the developing countires; and to the nature of market-government
relations: western 'market' economies (eg Western Europe and

North America) versus centrally controlled 'Soviet-type' economies,
in particular those of the Soviet Union and the Eastern Block.

Each of these economies has, i1t can be argued, its own peculiar
second economy and these are not easily comparable. Firstly,

because of different standings on some key economic questions,

like: employment - Unemployment in the Socialist democracies

is ruled out on the basis of ideological reasons while in

Capitalist economies 1t was always thought to be a necessary

pitfall to balance industrial relations. Or Prices - in the

Western tradition these should be largely left to the 'market forces'.
In the communist countries these are firmly fixed and centrally

controlled as 'profits’' bear a totally different meaning than
in the West.
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Secondly, because the nature of the work organisation, the pay
structure, the law (many economic crimes in the Soviet Union
would be prized for entrepreneuriality in the United States) are
so vastly different. Last (but not Teast) because the social
organisation of a society, the beliefs and values of a people
and the do's and dont's of a culture, are a major contributor -

as will be argued in this thesis - to the shape a second economy
will take.

It has been suggested that the Soviet Union - the epitome of a
centrally controlled, command economy - is characterised by an
extensive second economy and that this represents a dispropor-
tionate percentage of its total economic activity (eg OCPU, 1978).
We have, however, no empirically based micro studies for the
Soviet Union, so far, and the present study is therefore a
pioneering venture on the Soviet scene. And while there were
previous attempts to utilize similar sources - notably the
Harvard project in the 1950s and, more recently, Gur Ofer and

his team (1979, 1980), none, however, have used the concepts and
methods of social anthropology, nor related such findings to the
nucleus of culture and social organisation, which are at heart of
the present study.
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NOTES

CHAPTER 1

1.
2.

Defitsitny = Deficit ie. goods in shortage.

As manifested in the 'language battles' between the Georgian and

the Russian Languages in the 1970's and the beginning of the
1980's (Peters, 1981).

"Georgia: I was on my way to Georgia that morning. And when we
landed in Tbilisi, the Capital, one hour later, I knew I'd defi-
nitely left Russia behind. My guide was already out on the
tarmac with a car to meet me, the bar was miraculously open in
the arrival lounge, and the first thing she did was to offer me a

glass of Georgian champagne before we set off for the city”
(Hone, 1982).

"Life in Tbilisi, the Georgian Capital has a Latin flavour all
its own. In its people, its mood and mores, it is much closer to
the Mediterranean than to Moscow" (Smith, 1980, p.125).

"Immediately the fact that we were now in Georgia was brought

home by the appearance of a party of young Georgians who had come
out for the day from Tbilisi" (Maclean, 1980, p.38, part II).

"It is this psychological element - the desire to ensure the
survival of their cultures, and a certain Middle-Eastern style of
art, food, manners and attitudes, that characterizes the
Armenians, the Georgians and the Azerbaijanis, setting them apart
from the Russians" (Kazemzadeh, 1979, p.l).

So called in the West, possibly deriving from the Persian word

'‘Gurgistan', and not, as is often thought, from St. George, the
patron saint of Georgia. (Lang, 1962)

The Georgian language, one of the oldest spoken, being very
different from the neighbouring languages, is a source of tradi-
tional national pride.

For instance, there are two flights a day of the largest size
Soviet jets between Tbilisi and Tashkent (the Capital of
Uzbekistan and the fourth largest Soviet City), whereas there is

usually only one daily and sometimes no flight, from Tashkent to
other republics.

My informants used to particularly praise the Borzomi minerat

waters which are used as a medicine for stomach upsets and head-
aches, and as a remedy for hangovers.

My main informant in the Biscuit Factory Case (Chapter 6) made
close contacts with highly ranked KGB officials, who used to come

on vacation to Georgia. Luckily for him, he never had to use
these connections.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

15.

This, however, does not exclude the exceeding demand for foreign
produced shoes and boots - one of the second economy's most

flourishing activities. (See Rules of Informal Trade in Chapter
7).

Technically, under Article 72 of the (1977) Soviet Constitution,
"each Union Republic retains the right to freely secede from the
USSR."

It is a bitter irony that more than a hundred 1ives were lost and
several hundreds were wounded and exiled in pro-Stalin demonstra-
tions in Tbilisi in March 1956.

It is interesting that the Germans, trusting anti-Russian feel-
ings, attempted to form a Georgian legion.

As in different places and at different times the definition of
legality is sometimes in considerable variance, necessarily the
illegal acts would be defined and termed differently.

The most recent international conference about the topic was
labelled 'The Second Economy of the USSR' - in the Kennan
Institute, Washington, 1980.

Grossman, elsewhere {1983) specifies this aspect as 'Shadow
Economy'.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The method used in this study is innovative. Firstly it involved
detailed participant observation within a 1iving community, carried
out to reconstruct aspects of its recent past. In this respect there
have been several well accepted precedents. It is, however, in the
adaptation of this method to reconstructed aspects of second economy
activity that this study can claim to break new ground.

1.1 Two Pioneering Projects

Two projects deserve particular mention as pioneering in this field.
These are the Harvard Project on the Soviet Social System, carried out
during the early fifties, and the Columbia University Research in
Contemporary Cultures, which preceded it by a few years (1947-53).

Both were massive in the utilization of resources and the scope of
their concerns.

The Harvard Project, over four years, interviewed 329 individuals for
two to four days each, and administered 2,718 general questionnaires
plus a further 9,748 questionnaires on special topics. They also
conducted some 60 detailed psychological tests and issued 48 manu-
scripts on specific topics (Bauer et al, 1964). To this day, these
comprise the major source of systematic social data on the Soviet
system, drawn from the actual experiences of living individuals opera-
ting within the system. The Col umbia Research Project employed 120
persons over four years to do an intensive study of seven cultures.
Though it depended heavily on exploitation of key informants (in the
anthropological tradition), it also used a variety of documented data,
ranging from written and oral literature to film reviews, children's
diaries and dream analysis (Mead, 1953). Both projects sprang out of
the post World War II period - when cultures became inaccessible for
direct observation and study or, worse than that, simply ceased to
exist (eq. the East European Jewish Shtet‘l). Yet is was considered a
high priority to study these cultures, either with a view to gaining
or increasing information on a hostile country, or, attempting to

preserve the memory of almost extinct cultures for future generations.
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Similar to the Columbia Project, but with a heavy linguistic bias, was
the Language and Culture Atlas of Ashkenazi Jewry compiled at Columbia
University in the early sixties (Weinreich, 1962).

Reconstructive research is also fundamental to Oral History (eg. the

Oxford History Workshops Series: Samuel, 1975) and indeed, as
Goldberg (1981) comments, is an indivisible part of the traditional
ethnographer's fieldwork routine, though to a lesser degree.

1.2 The Choice of Methodology

This research, however, seeks to add a fresh aspect to contemporary
studies on cultures at a distance. It focuses on the 'second economy'
of a section of Soviet society, which is a novelty in itself. But,
more importantly, it stresses the importance of a cultural focus in
studying the phenomenon of the 'second economy'.

The view of this study, firmly underlined in its methodology, is that
a central aspect of life - such as the role the second economy plays
in Soviet Georgian society - should be studied and understood as
integral to other aspects of life in contemporary Georgia. But by
exploring the entirety of Georgian culture, and its way of life, we

expect to produce a comprehensive insight into the origins, process
and meaning of that second economy.

While such an enquiry mounts some considerable difficulties (which
will be shortly discussed), especially since it is based on emigrant

experience, nevertheless it offers a unique opportunity to gain an
unconventional insight into important dimensions of Soviet affairs,

hardly ever exposed in normal circumstances. Not only is this line of
inquiry a unique opportunity for a comprehensive insight into people
who actually live and operate in the Soviet system, but, arguably, it
is probably also the best approach. Only by being removed from the
actual scene without the threat of exposure and victimization, can a

person honestly contribute a frank and revealing account of his deeds.
This does not merely reinforce the credibility of information provided
by informants, but has an equally important ethical advantage for the
researcher. The researcher is not inhibited by fears of potential
repercussions for informants as a result of his study. For additional
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reasons relating specifically to the study of Soviet Georgia - see
later in this chapter.

Furthermore, to follow a point made by Weinreich (1962) in another
context, it is not good enough to learn from directed and censored
Soviet publications about second economy activities. These merely
indicate events which have occurred. One cannot establish where
events do not happen - what Weinreich calls 'negative data' - and why.
This crucial information can be established only by investigating
1iving sources: informants who operate in the system. This, then, is
a unique contribution which "allows the Sovietologist to transform
himself from an archaeologist into an ethnographer. His study becomes
alive. Through investigations . . . he can collect directly data
which is not available otherwise" (Douchene, 1980, p.51).

Furthermore, to do social research on people's behaviour, particularly
when it comes to sensitive and controversial issues, requires a cer-
tain public atmosphere - a certain regime. This study could not have
taken place in the Soviet Union because there was no chance nor reason
to expect even minimal co-operation. Indeed, it takes some time for

immigrants to the free world to be considered 'ripe’ for social inves-
tigation in the Western tradition.
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2. PREPARING FOR THE FIELD

2.1 General Preparations

After the research application had been accepted there were three
intensive months of preparations prior to my departure to Israel.
These included reading about Soviet Georgia and the Soviet economy,
and in particular on anthropological field methods and participant
observation. While I was acquainted with the concept of a community
and the role of a social investigator within the community from my
previous experience as youth worker and organisational psychologist, I
had not formally trained as an ethnographer, and that seemed a gap to
be filled. I also took several lessons in Georgian, acquiring the
very basics of the language and some key words and phrases. In the

event, most of my conversations were carried out in Ivrit - Modern
Hebrew.

2.2 Choosing the Fieldwork Site

At a very early stage, I had enough data available to decide upon my

fieldwork site. Ashkelon seemed to be most suitablie on three ac-
counts:

(a) Ashkelon had an established and large Georgian community, second

in size only to Ashdod. The first immigrants were directed to
Ashkelon and it was the first major area of Georgian settlement.

(b) Elam had studied this community before - the only one studied in
Israel. I had therefore some idea of what I would find there,
which seemed to be an asset. Elam was of course interested in
very different directions. He was funded by the Ministry of
Absorption with the aim of focusing on resettlement and adjust-
ment patterns (Elam, 1974, 1975, 1976, 1980). His publications
refer to this and to some traditional ethnographic aspects:
family relations (1979) and marriages (1975). From his writings,
Ashkelon appeared to be a cohesive community, which tended to
revive the original groupings in Georgia. This became possible
through a mass-emigration of whole communities during a short
period of time (some 25,500 emigrated in just four years: 1971-
74). Kulashi, for instance, renowned as the 'Jerusalem of
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Georgia', was almost emptied of its 9,000 Jewish inhabitants,
many of which regrouped in Ashkelon. This particular aspect was
considered paramount as it suggested that one could trace conti-
nuity patterns of common behaviour and social institutions back

to Georgia, as well as to validate actual factual occurrences by
several witnesses.

I also hoped to revive some of Elam's old contacts, perhaps
through an assistant whom I knew was 1iving locally. Elam him-

self, unfortunately, had died several years before.

(c) I knew Ashkelon beforehand. I had spent considerable time there

during my early university days and I still had a few friends,

whom I hoped could introduce me to the right people and give me
some good advice.

2.3 The Fieldwork within the Research Framework

From the very start it was thought necessary to spend a whole yearly

cycle in the field, to allow for all seasonal occurrences to take
place and be documented.

While in the field, I kept in contact with Dr Mars in London through
weekly telephone calls which averaged half an hour, and in which we
discussed my tape-recorded reports - a contact which became a 'life
line' and was invaluable in tackling the difficulties as they arose,
as well as overcoming the common disease known as 'fieldworker isola-
tion' and the low morale that it often involves. Dr Mars also paid me
two visits to the field, giving me the benefit of five weeks of
intensive discussions and the opportunity to test out preliminary
ideas as well as sharing feelings and experiences: a facility which

few fieldworkers can claim to have had (eg. Agar, 1980; Boissevain,
1978).

In February 1982, twelve months after my start, 1 ended my fieldwork
with a celebratory feast - a joint venture I organized with close

friends, to which all informants and associates were asked to come and
participate.
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Then I went to London and started preliminary writing up. The getting
away from the field was considered important to allow for a perspec-
tive of time and space as against the close intimate involvement of
being in the community. As had been anticipated, in certain areas
some more information was required to 'round off' what had been gath-
ered, and so, in the summer of 1982, I returned for two months for a

‘hole plugging' period. On my return to London, I finalized my
report.



3. STARTING THE FIELDWORK: PERSONAL ADJUSTMENT TO THE FIELD

3.1 The First Two Weeks

I 1anded in Israel in December 1980, coming to a refreshing Mediter-
ranean winter after an eighteen months stay in chilly London. The
first days back gave me strange and unpleasant feelings of being a

stranger in my own home. A ‘culture shock' after only eighteen months
away, in other words!

[ soon set off to Ashkelon. In the first two weeks I made several
excursions, meeting people and starting to look for a flat. Although
I encountered numerous persons, including the top hierarchy of the
local municipality, it was apparent how littlie they actually knew
about a substantial group of local inhabitants. Most disappointing
proved to be Elam's assistant, who turned out to be merely a trans-
lator from Georgian to Hebrew. She could not point out anyone to

approach for a start, and there seemed no way of taking advantage of
her past experience. | |

Another reason for my confusion was the generally hostile opinion
about the Georgians. Already back in London we had got messages that
they were not the most pleasant folk on earth. A short time before we
left, The Observer newspaper published some revolting photographs of
fat and ugly Georgian women packing watermelons for export in an
Ashdod warehouse (October, 1980). In Ashkelon the people I knew were
unanimous that these people were aggressive, noisy, dirty, smelly -
and, of course, awful 1iars. The 1ight relieving the gloom came from
a young soldier who was travelling with me on the Ashkelon bus. She
was the first person I had met who actually had Georgian neighbours,
and she seemed to think that they were rather nice people, generous
and very good neighbours to have. I noted in my diary that either she
had developed a positive bias for Georgians to explain the fact that
she and her family had not moved to a better neighbourhood for resi-
dence, or that all the rest were so ignorant - 1ike those Austrian
mountain viliagers who had a clear idea that all Jews had tails and
1ittle horns. In only such a way could so well defined, a clear cut
prejudice have formed. I was relieved very soon to find out that the
soldier was right and the others were wrong. Thereafter, one of my
roles in the community became that of 'the outsider who thinks that we
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are nice people and passes the gospel to the outside world.'

3.2 The Problem of Residence

An urgent task to complete was finding a flat. This proved to be
difficult. Firstly, there were almost no estate agents dealing with
that part of Ashkelon. I still remember their faces when I insisted
on a flat in the area. It did not seem to fit the image I projected.
Secondly, vacant flats were in much demand as Ashkelon served at the
time as the hinterland town for the police and army forces in the Gaza
Strip and Yamit district. And of course the Georgian population
needed flats for newly weds or recently arrived relatives. Thirdly,
the social expectations of my wife and myself were somewhat above the
local average. For instance, a telephone was considered paramount,
and that proved to be a pmblem.1 And then we needed a larger than
usual residence by Israeli standards to accommodate a study room.

As things did not seem to move with the estate agents, I tried a
different approach. With the help of a 1ocal friend, who had a car,

we set off carefully to tour the neighbourhood and located a few
potential spots. [ left notices at the local groceries and started to

knock on doors. This turned out to be the right way as personal

contact is always preferred by Georgians. Before too long we located
a flat which answered all requirements: spacfous, with a telephone,
long lease, and in a perfect Tocation: it was just on the border of

the community Thus I was very close to local affairs,
without being too exposed. This was thought to be rather important -
as proved the case later. In February 1981 we moved in.

3.3 Entering the Field
(a) The 'Spy' Complex

I started my work with extreme caution, which meant that for the first
two or three weeks I did not initiate any contacts. I imagined that a
1ot of eyes were following my movements as I was a stranger to the
place. And 1ike Boissevain (1978) I assumed that as it was a highly
‘densed’ community, I had better take care not to slip. There were
several reasons for this approach. From Elam I knew that Ashkelon was
a very cohesive community, therefore any grave mistake would mean an
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early break with many of the people. Then, I had to assume - which
proved to be correct - that the massive anti-Georgian prejudice could

have resulted in equally strong anti-stranger feeling. As a stranger,
therefore, I was bound to be suspect.

I also knew that Georgians are renowned for their suspicion. Gur
Ofer, to whom I had talked by then, confirmed that he was unable to
approach them in his study on the private sector in the USSR (1980)
and Gershon Ben-Oren, a Georgian migrant philologist and historian,
who would become a good colleague later on, further confirmed this at
our first meeting in Jerusalem, where he seemed to be over suspicious
about me and my work.2 Another reason was that I had not trained as

an ethnographer, and whilst I believed I had other relevant experi-
ence, this was definitely a novel and testing task.

There was also a practical reason. From the little definite informa-
tion I had got so far, there appeared to be two political bodies
representing the Georgian community: The Association of USSR 011 m> in
Ashkelon and The Association of Georgian 01im3 in Ashkelon. This
further suggested to me that I shouid adopt a cautious approach so as
not to end up captive with one fraction of the community, and hence be
outcast by another - a common trap for anthropologists to fall into
(eg. Mars, 1972; Pelto and Pelto, 1973). And there was another reason
for my caution. All the way back from London I carried with me the
uneasy feeling that I was on a mission l1ooking for material that was
concealed, secret - almost 'forbidden fruit' and I am the sort of
person to break in and crack the seal for the mere sake of knowledge.
This is, 1 am afraid, as much a reflection on the state of the art as
it is an expression of my anxieties. Thus, Simis's recent book (1982)
is headed: "USSR: Secrets of a Corrupt Society". Gerald Mars coined
the term 'hidden economy' (OCPU, 1978), and Stuart Henry applied it to
his book (1978). And Jason Ditton scribbled his field notes on Bronco

toilet paper in a bakery lavatory while configurating as a bread
salesman (1977).



So there I was: a spy in the service of the Social Sciences
Internazional. And this feeling only deepened in Israel. El1i Leshem
of the Ministry of Absorption, whom I approached for background data
on the Georgians in Israel, refused any help. He claimed that aid
could only be extended to Israeli institutions; "and who knows if you
are not a2 CIA agent?” he commented jokingly. A few days later, Mussa
Shelhav, a good friend and colleague, telephoned to inform me about an
American investigating Georgians in Ashkelon. In Israel, news travels

fast.

My fears were also founded on what I already knew about that society:
a tight community with very rigid boundaries to the outside, and
internally competitive. A kind of sociey which, according to Douglas
(1978), will have a cosmology of witchcraft accusations and xeno-
phobia. Structurally I was therefore set up to become an ideal scape-
goat.

(b) The Issue of Exchange

About this point in time I became somewhat obsessed with the issue of
‘exchange', ie: what could I offer my potential informants in ex-
change for their co-operation. That is, for what return would they be
willing to help me out - what Hatfield (1973) senselessly calls
‘'mutual exploitation'. This became connected with my spy complex, as
I reasoned as follows:

i) 1 was a foreigner in what seemed to be a homogenous and fairly
tight-knit community. I did not belong there, either by choice
or by kin, and I was far different from my subjects as regards
personal background, formal education, interests, occupation,
social and economic status. ..

i1) My role was very ambiguously defined and even harder to explain.

iii) There seemed to be nothing practical or useful that I could offer
my target group.
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Hence, I figured, anyone would conclude that a person who comes from
abroad, does not make his 1iving from ordinary, decent work, and
anyway cannot explain clearly what he is doing, must have something
fishy about him. Besides which, he does not seem to be contributing

anything and why is someone of his status 1iving here in the first
place?

From this I jumped to the conclusion that I had to do something about
the situation, in 1ine with theories of impression formation (Asch,
1946; Tagiuri and Petrullo, 1958) and attribution (Kelley, 1967; Jones
and Davis, 1965).

As it turned out, I was much better at analyzing the situation than in
providing the solution - a charge often levied at my profession.
Indeed, I encountered suspicion all the way along. Probably, even two
out of my four closest key informants did not fully trust me. When,
towards the end of my fieldwork period, I allowed myself to inspect
some of the less pleasant aspects of my immediate inquiry (ie, the
criminality survey), one of my key informants said bitterly to my
closest ally: "You see, I always said we should not trust him."
Apparently there was a meeting held shortly after my miraculous ap-
pearance in the community, in which - in the best tradition of the
Bruderbund - my fate was determined, but in my favour, fortunately.

It was decided to co-operate fully with me. Probably, in spite of
serious errors, I appeared to be OK.

Some of the mistakes, which apparently were not grave enough, included
a burial of a neighbour where I offered my help which, of course, was
not needed; but why should I have offered it in the first place? Then
I made myself too quickly and too enthusiastically a patron of the
local Georgian Dance Group, trying to help them to set up a tour to
England. The Dance Group Leader was later to comment to a mutual
friend: "I knew from the beginning he was a good person. He has such

a nafve face .. ." - hardly a compliment in a culture that empha-
sizes competitive shrewdness. Then there was an evening when I in-

sisted on carrying the shopping bags of a Tady who was old enough to
be my mother - and yet she was a married woman and 1 was a total

stranger. As they say in Israel: I had more luck than brains.
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4. COLLECTING DATA: THE RESEARCH PARADIGM

The research strategy will be discussed in three sections. Firstly,
the utilization of the four central tools of social anthropology;
secondly, the development of three conceptually different fieldwork
phases; thirdly, the use of additional material and information.

4.1 Four Anthropological Tools

(a) Participant Observation

Since Malinowski, participant observation, through continous residence
among the subjects of study, has become the central tool of cultural
anthropology. Participant observation as used here does not mean
quite what 1t says - the involvement of an ethnographer to record
current events and chart up relationships as they become manifest
through action and involvement. Rather, participant observation here
means the use of a continual presence gradually to develop good rap-
port and trust in order to gain data about the past. This was con-
sidered vital as former attempts to study il1licit economic activities
using traditional sociological techniques -of questionnaire-surveys
failed to obtain the co-operation of the Georgian population (Gur

Ofer, personal communication; Israeli Institute for the Study of
Contemporary Society, 1979).

Participant observation, unlike any other research modes, does not
require a pre-arranged scheme: 1t develops its own momentum, and
leads the researcher to unknown territories. This was considered an
important virtue for a study which was 1ooking into a 1argely unex-
plored domain. Thus, I had no prior knowledge on the centrality of
networks to the second economy and their manifestation through the
Institution of the feast, nor the crucial impact of transportation on
production and distribution, nor the fact that a successful shop

manager spends most of his time not behind the counter but chasing
goods.

But participant observation has here also a more traditional usage, fe
recording events while they occur, since significant patterns of
relationships do persist fYonGeorgia to the new setting.
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(b) The Use of Key Informants

The selection and exploitation of key informants is an important
feature of this research. Firstly, because reconstrcutive research
needs the data it obtains to be most rigourously cross-checked for
detail, reliability (credibility) and the obtaining of different per-
ceptions of the same event. The role of key informants in this re-
spect, then, is to direct the researcher to the potential sources of
information, to help establish an informant's credibility and assess
the validity of obtained information. Secondly, key informants should
facilitate the obtaining of data by helping to contact potential
informants and serving as guarantors of the integrity and trustworthi-
ness of the researcher.

In addition to their crucial role in the direct aims of the research,
key informants should facilitate the process of being accepted into
the community and in the build-up of rapport and trust, by functioning

as 'sensors’' to public opinion and guides for the researcher about the
do's and don'ts.

A1l these make key informants a main channel of communication; and
their choice of a major task in the early stages of fieldwork.

(c) Collection of Life Histories

At a more advanced stage of the fieldwork, structured interviews were
conducted, with the aim of obtaining the 1ife history of Ego and
family, in particular what concerned professional careers. Their
importance was in helping to realize the matrix of relations in the
community, which clarified Phase I events (see following) by putting
them in a kinship context. It also helped me to find my way in the
complex paths of familial ties of the community in general and of my
close associates in particular., It was through the 1ife histories
that the important connections between family structure and career
choice and development (discussed in Chapter 9) were revealed. The
questionnaire was built around the 'family tree', investigating as-
pects of marriage, geographical location and mobility, occupations and
education, wealth and social relations. In addition, some twenty

questions were asked referring to close friends, to relations with
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gentiles, religious feeling and social standing. (The full question-

naire is given in the Appendix). A1l data required was factual, to
minimize errors.

The Life History Questionnaire was pre-tested on two informants for
clarity of meaning, and translated into Hebrew (by the researcher) and
into Georgian (by two independent persons: to match wording). 1
alone applied the questionnaire, which proved to be quite a lengthy
process. It required a pre-arranged invitation, normaily to the
interviewee's place, and often (in 65% of the cases) I had to be
accompanied by a third person who introduced me. The interview would
take not 1ess than two and a half hours, but it normally took more -
usually a whole evening. This was because it involved, in accordance

with custom, a mini-feast in my honour (especially if it was my first
call to the place).

Thirty-five interviews were conducted over a period of four months.

(d) Questionnaires

On two occasions during the fieldwork, questionnair"es were employed
for different ends.

i) Life in Georgia Questionnafre

A third of my way through the fieldwork, when I was still in the
process of establishing myself in the community, I initiated a

prize winning essay competition at the local school, with two
aims in mind:

- gaining recognition in the community by sponsoring the
competition;

- gathering preliminary information with the help of school
pupils.

A few topics were given, contrasting aspects of 1ife in Georgia
with 1ife in Israel (see 1ist of topics in Appendix), and pupils

(the two upper grades only, aged 13-14) were given instructions:
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the very basics of how to collect data - to enable them to ques-
tion parents, relatives and neighbours, and then report back.
Both aims had success above expectations. Reports were of high
standard, extremely detailed and from various sources. Some
contained up to thirty pages. Twenty-four reports were submit-
ted, of which twelve were considered excellent, and four won
prizes, presented on a festive gathering of pupils, parents and
celebrities (including the Mayor). The prize winning essay com-
petition 'legitimized' my position as a scholar 'who writes a
book about Georgians.' My association with the school, a tradi-
tional authority and respectable institution, benefited me con-
siderably in the longer run. It also set a precedent of inquiry

through pupils (for both the school authorities and the parents)
which I was to use again.

ii) Personal Details Questionnaire

Towards the end of the fieldwork period, a questionnaire was
administered in two local schools in order to obtain basic data
on the community.

Sixty-five questionnaires were filled in which related to forty-
eight families? (out of approximately 1,300 families: that fs,

about 4%). Questions included ages of members of family, occupa-
tions in Georgia and Israel for both father and mother, educa-

tion, place of origin, dates of marriage and emigration. (For
exact details see Appendi x).

As before, pupils were carefully instructed on how to question
their parents. Only the three upper grades were asked to co-
operate (ages 12-14).

4.2 Three Phases of Fieldwork

As this research developed, I came to recognize three fieldwork phases
that were conceptually, though not necessarily chronologically, sepa-
ratei
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(a) Phase |

This involved traditional anthropological fieldwork: the focus was on
collecting data on Georgian migrants in Israel; to chart their social
relations and to identify their principal social institutions. As

well as providing useful data on settiement in Israel, this phase
allowed for two things to happen:

- the growth of trust, by inquiring into relatively undisturbing
aspects of social 1ife as it unfolded in the present: eg: "How
are marriages arranged here?"; "How are economic relationships
organised here?”

- the accumulation of data about social institutions and behaviour
patterns, whose significance came to 1ight when comparing and

contrasting (in Phase II) with how things were in Georgia.5 Thus
first-hand experience was gained by l1ooking into areas like

marriages, deaths, friendship, feasts, the concept of work and
leisure,

(b) Phase II

At that stage, which corresponds to what Mead (1953) labelled the
‘informant technique', I attempted to translate the understanding of
observed social process back into the Soviet Georgia context. Ques-
tions asked were: "How were marriages arranged over there?"; "How
were economic relationships organized over there?"; "How did personal
support networks operate in Georgia?"; "How did Jews and non-Jews

differ?"” This made it possible to identify continuities as well as
discontinuities between ‘here' and 'there'.

The degree to which social bases of behaviour applied to both Jews and
non-Jews was of central interest in this phase.

(c) Phase III

This was directly concerned with second economy relationships in
Georgia, best understood on the background of prior apprehension of
the working of social institutions - particularly of networks - which
were derived from Phases I and II. The questions here dealt with were
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how people participated in, or had experience of, second economy
activity in Georgia.

It was at this stage that the use of key informants became crucial in
the building up of extensive and cross-checkable case studies, and in
determining the typicality of Jewish involvement with ethnic
Georgians. In all phases, but particularly in Phase III, the typical-

ity of obtained information was a major and constant pre-occupation of
this research.

4.3 Additional Material

In addition to empiric research, some other sources of information
were sought. These related to both Georgia and the migrants in
Israel.

(a) Additional Sources on Georgia

i) Newspaper Survey

Over three years, the leading Georgian daily Komunisti was moni-
tored for reports on second economy activity and corruption. The
period covered was from January 1979 to December 1982. In addi-
tion, the Radio Free Europe bulletins were monitored for current
news on Georgia. The monthly Georgian compatriot paper Samshoblo
(distributed free in the West) was monitored over a period of

eighteen months (April 1981 to October 1982) for general informa-
tion.

ii) Literature Survey

Six persons who left Georgia in their early twenties, after
completing their formal education in Georgian schools, were asked
to screen the literary textbooks from sixth grade (age 11) to
tenth grade (age 15)% and choose the twenty most loved pieces of

1iterature. Those selected unanimously (see Appendix) were ana-
lysed for ideas and values.
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ii1)

(b)

1)

fi1)

Personal Communications

In order to gain information about Georgia from non-Jewish

Georgians, the very small ex-Georgian community in the UK was
asked about different aspects of 1ife in Georgia, and, in par-

ticular, about the differences between Jews and gentiles. Two
British couples who spent time in Georgia on teaching and study

missions were asked for their impressions. All informants had
the additional advantage of 1iving in the capital city. Thus,

aspects derived from the Israeli scene were put to test of rel-

evance and typicality as regards their experience among non-Jews
and city dwellers.

In the Spring of 1982, Dr Mars spent two weeks in Tbilisi on a
senior scholar exchange programme, and because of his close
association with this research, was able to 1ook at different
issues of interest. He visited two factories, spent considerable

time on social events (ie: feasts), and tried to establish the
nature of differences between Jews and non-Jews in Georgia.

Additional Sources on Georgians in Israel
Newspaper Survey

Over fourteen months (December 1981 to February 1982) the Hebrew
leading daily Yedi'oth Akh'ronoth was monitored for reports on
Georgians in Israel.

Anthropological Archive

The archive of the tate Dr Itzhak Elam, an ethnographer who had
studied the Ashkelon Georgian community upon their arrival in

Israel, was put at my disposal. The archive which contained
numerous field notes, was studied carefully.

Criminality Survey

In order to ascertain the substance of the common view in Israeld
public opinion concerning the criminal tendency of Georgians, and
in order to look for possibie continuities of extra-legal activ-
fties in Israel, a comprehensive survey was conducted at the
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iv)

local magistrates court. I counted the number of official com-
plaints and requests for detention in a given year (January to

December 1980) for Georgians as against the general population.

Community Survey

During my stay in Ashkelon, different information about 1ife in

the community was compiled from numerous sources to establish
relevant background data, eg: number of inhabitants, occupations,

types of residence, education of the younger generation (reli-
gious vs secular, secondary and higher education), marriage pat-

terns (ages, statuses), political affiliations. This was part of
Phase I, discussed earlier. '
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5. COLLECTING DATA: THE PROGRESSION OF FIELDWORK
5.1 Getting Going
(a) Key Informants

The first to approach me, or to return my approaches, were, as is
often the case (Agar, 1980), marginal people. Marginality character-
{zed also my closer informants, whom I labelled before as 'key inform-
ants'. There were four of them. Two, typically, 1ived 1iterally on
the border of the community. Another almost bought a flat in the more
affluent parts of Ashkelon, and only his father's disapproval stopped
the deal. Yet when I last contacted him he was still determined to
move. The fourth, who 1ived in the heart of 'Gruzland', was, though,
marginal in another sense: he was the embodiment of failure, at least
by Georgian standards, and as such helped me to gain some invaluable
insights on the culture.

Of the four, one in particular was a close friend and ally. He was my
'‘Doc'. Like Whyte's legendary aid, he was inclined to action and
wanted to change things concerning the unsatisfactory standing of
Georgians in Israel. He certainly found a sympathetic 1istener in me.
He became not only an important source of data, a most wise guide and
observant assessor of peoples and events, but, most important, he took
the risk of being my guarantor. In a society where everyone should
'‘belong' or at least 'affiliate' to somebody, I would have been doomed
without someone accounting for me. Even in a sense of warning me not
to drink too heavily ("You are not a Georgfian after all") and taking

my.-place, when some smart guy tried to out-drink me. I was most
fortunate to have met him.

The four key informants, with a wider circle of their friends, formed
my socfal base in the community. I was helped by the fact that this
was a peer group culture - of which I was not too aware at the begin-
ning. It was yet another piece of luck that my natural preference to
relate to my age group benefited me so directly. As a matter of fact
I needed them very much because of my poor Georgtan. I learned the
very basics but I gave it up after a while, realizing it would need
too much effort whilst there were few facilities around (no textbooks,
no teachers). There were, of course, teachers inJerusalem and the

2-20



Tel-Aviv area, but not in Ashkelon. And while quite a few of the
women who stayed at home could easily have taught me, and benefited
financially as well, this - alas - was considered a taboo. As a close
friend, to whom I came with this offer, put it: "I know, and you
know, that nothing will happen if you and my wife stay alone. But the
others don't." So my Georgian suffered, and I depended heavily on the
better Hebrew speakers who, inevitably, were the younger generation.
This was all right, because [ was expected to relate to them in the
first instance, and through them to the others: the middle-aged, the
elderly and the women.

(b) Maintaining my Independence

In these circumstances: a cohesive community, rigidly structured by
age on one hand, and my lack of the language on the other, it appeared
vital to maintain an independent standing regarding my sources of

information and my affiliation to individuals and cliques. This,
however, was not an easy task.

As has been observed with pariah groups, whether ethnically organized
(Zborowski and Herzog, 1952) or occupationally (Mars, 1972; 1982) -
they typically respond to their perceived homogeneous lack of status
by developing what to an outsider seems minute and non-functional
divisions of prestige. 1 was a rare exemplar, and therefore an obvi-
ous target to capture and thus to exercise social power and prestige.
I had to apply much attention and energy to escaping these traps of
honour (typically endless invitations to feasts or honorary seats in
the synagogue). Of course, not only honour is involved. This is the
way important people are captured (see Chapter 5 on Networks and
Feasts) and a network is woven; and while captivity might be most
enjoyable, the time comes when you have to pay the price. In my case
the bill came as a request, which turned out to be a demand, to
my professional powers for someone's private benefit. While I would
welcome such a request on a more general level (eg: writing a letter,
finding out information), using my professional standing might have
damaged my integrity in the longer run. It was not easy to say 'no’,
and the fact I was associated with several groups helped me to say it

- knowing that if it came to the worst I would not lose all my connec-
tions.
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(c) Establishing an Image and Roles

My early concern about possible 'exchanges’ with the community was
soon resolved. 1 came to be known as 'Doctori' and 'Englishi’, much
to my surprise. Surprise, because I considered as one of my assets
the fact that I was an Israeli, a 'good' Israeli as opposed to the bad
ones who did not like Georgians. Another virtue I thought to be
helpful was my very informal look and approach. The community, how-
ever, preferred a different image because they wanted to honour me and
by doing so honour themselves. That is to say: 'we are all the more
important because a distinguished person (as far as they were con-
cerned I was already a doctor) comes all the way from England (the

West is traditionally prestigious in Soviet as well as Israeli eyes)
to write a book about us.'

This modified image committed me, of course. Thus I had to abandon my
shorts in the summer and bring generous gifts when I came back for a
second field period - as would be expected from a 'big man'. 1 had
also not to be seen conversing too frequently with youngsters or

ch1'|dren,7 or indeed women - whether married or not, young or old.
The fact that I was married saved me - I am certain - a 1ot of trou-
~ ble. Firstly, because bagchelors were not considered full members of
the community and secondly because, as a married man, I was considered
safe enough to be allowed at least some contact with women.

The glamorous foreign halo did not completely rule out my local iden-
tity. As with Shoked (1977), the fact that both my subjects and
myself belonged to the same society indicated a long range commitment.
We often discussed the kind of things to do in the future regarding
the place of the Georgians in Israeli society, and I proved my commit-
ment by launching a photo-documentation project about 1ife in the
Georgian quarter of Ashkelon - a project that would start upon my
return to Israel, and which was most welcome by my social circle in
Ashkelon. Like Shoked, I found myself in the annoying situation of
being unable to attend the High Holidays in the community - hence
missing important events - simply because I was expected to join my
family on such occasions. 1 feared that failing to do so would not

2-22



T L

only be interpreted as not respecting my parents (which was Shoked's
concern), but that I might be considered a man without roots, hence a
man without honour.

Apart from serving the function of an interesting addition to the
community's routine, I was known as a superb letter writer. As I also
typed the letters myself on my electric typewriter, 1 had frequent
requests, which were normally channelled through my closer friends,
providing them with a real 'exchange’ for their help to me. I would
usually have a letter or two a week, and sometimes it involved some
further work, like finding out particulars at a governmental bureau.
I 1iked to do that service as it demanded 1ittle of me and seemed to
yield high returns. It also gave me another source of information on
personal matters, to which I would otherwise have had no access.

I was also a dedicated campaigner on behalf of the Georgian cause, and
I did it with all my heart. I twice initiated a reportage with
photographs in the local press. I once appeared on Israeli radio,
advocating the Georgian cause and just missed an opportunity to appear
on Israeli television. 1 initiated the photo-documentation project
and fought vigorously - without much success - to bring the Georgian
Dance Group on an European tour.

5.2 Inquiring about the Second Economy
(a) ‘'Coming Out'

Since the second economy is so thoroughly biended with the everyday
1ife of Georgia (see Chapter 9), I soon stumbled on plenty of casual
information. Even Elam, who was not particularly interested in that
aspect, could not help but mention it several times, as he rightfully
recognized it to be a most important variant in assessing the back-
ground of Georgian immigrants. The difficulty - which turned out to
be a psychological one more than anything else - was to 'come out'
with a declared aim and study it more systematicalily. I preferred a
straight-forward statement, not only because this would make things
easier in acquiring data, but because I thought it only fair to ad-
vise, at least my principal informants, about my intentions.
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About half way through the first period of my fieldwork, I felt confi-
dent enough to make that statement. (Il was also aware that time was
advancing, and this put some pressure on me). I first discussed it
with 'Doc', who immediately understood the originality from a research
point of view, and who said that as a good friend he was committed to
help me succeed in whatever I chose. The next thing 'Doc’' suggested
was to summon a meeting with his close circlie and try to get their
commitment. We did it the day after, and again, rather surprisingly,
there were no difficulties. All involved agreed to help out in find-

ing informants and suggesting lines of inquiry.

The difficulties came only later, when actually sitting with people
and asking them for precise data. This made informants aware of the
nature of the inquiry and what it demanded of them. It was then that
even some of my closer circle started to doubt me, which meant ap-
pointments that were not kept, interviewees who avoided comment on
il1licit earnings and, most agonizingly, informants who started to co-
operate and then withdrew, making it impossible to establish a case.

But in essence studying the second economy did not differ from study-
ing any other aspect of life. As a matter of fact, I can think of
quite a few Phase [ matters that would cause me greater hardship to
obtain satisfying results. Even with the technicalities, while I
started with indirect conversations, I soon found out that straight-
forward questions and open note-taking normally led to no objections,
because, as '‘Doc’ put 1it: "“What matters is not what you do but who
you are.” However, with some informants I was able to reach only
Phase I or II. With others I successfully entered Phase I11 without
any delay.

(b) Differentiating the Past from the Present

When 1ooking into second economy affairs, I drew a clear 1ine that
differentiated between the past and the present. Although there were
a few interesting occurrences during my stay in Ashkelon - the most
striking of which was an all-Georgian enterprise: the forging of US
Dollars. This was the biggest ever forgery of foreign currency de-
tected in Israel, and was called the ‘Crime of the Year' (Grinberg,
1981). It had some interesting patterns - according to the Press -
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resembling the operation of networks in second economy activities in
Georgia (the continuity was expressed, among other things, in the name
of the printing house: 'Tbilisi'; Ronen, 1981), and there were even
some Ashkelon connections.

However, I made a point of not 1ooking into that or other affairs to
the extent that I preferred not to listen, passively, to passing

gossip. There were two good reasons for this. Firstly, it seemed to
be dangerous to look too closely into criminal business, and secondly,
it might have made me an object of suspicion to the extent that even
the good will of my closest friends would not have saved me. Tempting
as it was, I dropped this line of inquiry without much r'tz-gr'et.8
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6. SOME PROBLEMS OF RECONSTRUCTIVE RESEARCH AND HOW THEY WERE DEALT
WITH IN THIS STUDY

6.1 The Issue of Sampling
(a) The Problem of Representativeness and Relevance

When dealing with an emigre population, the question of its repre-
sentativeness and relevance, being a unique self-selective sample, is
of major concern., An additional concern, however, in this case, is

the fact that the immigrants were an ethnic minority - Jews - in a
largely Christian population. The questions of representativeness and
relevance are therefore even more acute. I would 1ike to examine
these concerns in two parts. Firstly, how and in what aspects is the
studied sample similar or dissimilar to the general population it
stems from, and secondly, how important are the various similarities
(or dissimilarities) to the questions under investigation.

To start with the second point, the main interest of the present
research is to look into the operations of Soviet Georgia's informal

economic institutions. Therefore, the l1eading query would be how much
do the selected informants know about the issue concerned. Have they
operated within the economic system? Were their operations typical of
the sector in which they functioned? Were their activities segregated

by any particular attribute? (eg: Did they come into contact with
only Jews?)

If one could establish that there existed no specialized 'Jewish

economy' as such, then what is true of Jewish agents would basically
apply to non-Jewish protagonists as well. Even more so - to go back
to the first question - if it can be established that Jews are very
similar by various criteria to their gentile compatriots.

Both questions will be discussed at length in the next chapter.

There still remains the issue of the self-selection of immigrants.
There is a wide spread assumption that people who emigrate differ
substantially from those who do not. The Harvard Project researchers
in the 1950's confronted the same problem and this was their answer:
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"Any sample of former Soviet citiazens wtll be fundamentally
different from the Soviet population from which it was drawn, and
therefore unrepresentative of it in some sense. On the other
hand any sample, no matter how drawn, shares certain features
with the parent population. We should like, therefore, to afftirm
here a principle that underlies all of our use of this data. The
question of the importance of sample bias can be answered only in
the context of the specific type of analysis which 18 made, and

the specific inferences which are drawn.”
(Inkeles and Bauer, 1959, p.26)

The Columbia Project, the other notable predecessor of this research,
gave a similar reply:

"Each informant i8 a representative of his culture when his sex,
family, history, intelligence, type of experience in and outside
his culture and his relationship to the anthropologist are taken

fully and properly into account.”
(Mead, 1952, p.44)

It is the intention here, 1ikewise, to taken into account the possible

bias of my sample, particularly when generalizations will be attempted
to be drawn.

Since this research focused on the i1legal economy, unavoidably its
sources had a further 1imitation. It drew its information from indi-
viduals who were directly involved in it. But also - given the info-
rmal and sensitive nature of inquiry - it had to be limited to indi-
viduals who could be trusted to give credible information and whose
information I could satisfactorily check out. And since the mode of

research was anthropological and largely informal, it further required

individuals who had the time, motivation and the narrative ability to
inform well.
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(b) Anecdotalism

All this leads to the fact that this research is largely based on

anecdotal evidence. Anecdotalism, though not systematic, can serve as
a good base of data. An economist recently commented that:

"every fact begins as an anecdote; for instance every historical

action taken by every citisen that contributes to the national
income i8 an anecdote, and 18 only later grouped with others to

become a statistic. Thie grouping does not enhance its validity!
So what we have here 18 only a more arbitrary more partial selec-
tion of anecdotal information than 18 usual. Indeed, we can be
more precise: it 18 quite common to accept 'anecdotal' evidence
on prices, 8ince a price, even in an imperfectly competitive
market has rather broad applicability, and an unofficial observer
18 quite likely superior to an official ome.”

(Wiles, 1980, p.2}

(c) Regional Representafion

A last point concerning the data presented here is its geographical
spread. As will be discused in the next chapter, Ashkelon has repre-
sentatives from all Georgia, including the big cities. However, most
informants, and hence the bulk of data, stem from rural Georgia, and
one should bear it in mind.

What concerns rural Georgia, however, is that information is not
limited to any particular region. Where possible - as for instance in

the case study on shops (Chapter 7) - information was deliberately
drawn from different areas to test regional variance and typicality.

6.2 Perceptual Errors
(a) Forgetting

In reconstructive research, one deals with materials of the past.
Therefore the limitations of human memory are an inbuilt restriction
(Baddeley, 1979). These, however can be minimized.
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Forgetting may take the form of lack of memory, that is - some infor-
mation is not recalled and in that sense is lost. Or it may be
manifested in inaccuracies, that is, a piece of evidence may not be
congruent - at different times or on different occasions, reported
information would differ.

Informants in this research were reporting on occurrences that hap-
pened at least five to ten years before. Their information was there-
fore expected to be subject to the above 1imitations. To minimize
these effects, two methods were used.

i) Refreshing the Memory

,

In order to confirm information established elsewhere, one can
put forward concrete questions of various degrees of directness
(openness). For instance:

- Who received bribes from the enterprise? ('open' question)
- Who, at the local government level, received bribes?

- Did the Mayor receive bribes? (directive question)

This was found to be a good way of refreshing an informant's
memory. In other contexts, it is often referred to as the
'recall method', which normally yields best results in memorizing
- data, as any basic book on the psychology of memory would confirm

(eg: Baddeley, 1976; Egan, 1958). Yet another way of refreshing
the memory is the 'puzzle method' (see following).

i) Intra-Person Reliability

To check on a person's recall of details, this is an essential
ingredient of reconstructive research. Especially if directive

questions are put forward, there is a danger of a tendecy to
confirm them - the so-called 'demand' phenomenon, to be discussed
later. For instance, if a person confirms that the Mayor receiv-
ed regular bribes, the obvious questions would then be: how
much, how often, where and when? These questions should then be
repeated at least once, at an appropriate interval of time.
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It was a regular practice in this research to confirm details in
such a way. For minor details, one repeat in an interval of a
month or two was considered sufficient. Major information, how-
ever, was subjected to more demanding tests. My main informant
on The Factory was rechecked four times on particular details in
a period of two years, and three (out of the four) main inform-
ants on The Store were rechecked four times (one) and three times
(two) over a period of fourteen months.

In questionnaires this method is regularly used, known as 'detec-
ting questions' or ‘verification items', but necessarily they
lack the time dimension, which is a major element in establishing
information credibility.

Forgetting can be a major source of error in reconstructive research.
One should, however, differentiate between residual and accidental

information (much of which comprises the bulk of research findings in
studies of memory and forgetting, such as Ebbinghaus's nonsense sylla-

bles) and regular meaningful events. Take for example the payment of
bribes. Apparently they were paid monthly, as a matter of routine.
It would therefore not be unreasonable to expect a person to recall
the exact sums involved, even a decade later. Or what are labelled
here as Crisis Events. These were unique, highly significant events
in a person’'s 1ife - when his personal safety and the welfare of his
close family were at stake. One should not be surprised, then, that
these occurrences are described in vivid clarity, with minute details,
even though they happened long ago.

(b) Unconscious Deception

This is not a very common case, yet existing and justifying considera-
tion. Aclassic example is Alfred Adler's childhood cemetery. For
years he recalled passing a cemetery on his daily route to and from
school. Only after he paid a visit to his home town in adulthood did
he realize that there was not, nor had there ever been a cemetery. It
was a figment of his imagination (Sperber, 1970). I had one such
bizarre report during this research venture. As a reservist in the
Israeli army, [ found myself one day waiting with another reservist
for a 1ift to a remote spot in northern Israel. There is rarely a
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better opportunity for sharing intimate personal information than an
accidental meeting of two uniformed men unknown to each other and
stuck on a deserted road in the Galilee for an unspecified period of
time. The accent of my 45-year old companion disclosed his Russian
origin. He came from Chernovich, Galicia, and had been a bus driver
for 22 years. I did not reveal to him my particular interest in the
Soviet Union's second economy, but in the circumstances it appeared
only natural that I should question him in detail about his past.
What he told me, especially concerning his earnings, was absolutely
out of 1ine with any other information I possessed. He claimed to
have been paid 4,500 Rubles a month officially. "But surely you mean
your total annual income," I Taughed at him. "No, no." He was cer-
tain about the figures. "You are speaking in old Rubles, then?" I
tried to make some sense from the impossibly high figure. He insisted
that these were new Rubles and that this was the official rate, and he
even remembered that his starting salary was about 3,000 Rubles. We
spent a few hours together. The person seemed absolutely normal to
me. His reporting about his present life seemed most reasonable. He
conversed fluently in Hebrew, and besides I knew his mother tongue -
Yiddish. And certainly he had no motivation whatsoever to lie to me
or to deceive me. Yet the figures he suggested were at least twenty
times higher than those I got from very reliable sources. They did
not make any sense, and yet he seemed so certain. He even described
the office where he was paid, and other routine aspects of his 11fe.

[ still cannot explain it except on the grounds of Adler's childhood
cemetery experience.

Unconscious deception is an extreme case, but it does not differ in
priciple from any reported information which is essentially a personal
account, and as such should be subject to inter-personal validation.

When reconstructing the Soviet second economy, one has to rely heavily
on personal accounts. The censored press and the unreliable statis-
tics (a constant problem for Sovietologists) are of 1ittle help.
Vigorous cross-checking is therefore a must, and it was a routine part
of this research to cross-check information - indeed, the very reason
for 1iving in a community of immigrants, which serves as a massive
data base. Cross-checking aimed to encompass any detail, but particu-
larly what concerned the second economy. It meant that any occupation
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should have at least two accounts, hopefully more. In some instances,
as with a factory and a shop, it was possible to obtain independent
information from persons who worked at the same work place or witnes-
sed the same events. Cross-checking was most helpful in filling out a
whole picture in a puzzle-like manner. While informant A might not
have all the necessary details to complete an account, he nevertheless
could give a lead which could then be picked up by informant B. Going
back later to informant A with a more complete account to test out his
experience, he might then add another piece of data which would clari-
fy yet another point or raise a new question, and soon. In that way
the case studies on The Factory and The Store were built. Indeed,
this way maximum advantage is taken of this particular methodology:
the use of patient participant observation and an existing community
as a data base, to reconstruct 1ife experience puzzles.

6.3 False Reporting

There are three errors resulting from false reporting which are a
danger to social research in general, but to reconstructive research
in particular, because of the over-dependence on personal reports.

(a) Social Desirability

Social desirability (Edwards, 1957), or demand, are common effects
produced in self-report inventories, but are also present in open-

ended informal interviews - the essence of anthropological method.
These could take the form of 'putting up a good front' - an attempt to
portray oneself with a positive bias rather than realistically. I
found this frequently when approaching people for my Life History
Questionnaire. Since I had to make appointments in advance, and was
sometimes accompanied by a friend or a school-teacher who had formally
to introduce me (informally I was fairly well known in the community),
people tended to feel very committed to answer my questions (which I
valued) yet, at the same time, were not always williing to disclose
perhaps embarrassing personal details. Either because of the formal-
ity of the interview, or because I was a stranger, interviewees per-
ceived themselves to be representatives - 'chosen’ to testify - of
their families and even larger communities. However, while not deny-
ing a prison history ("To be jailed for ‘combination' is not a
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shame"), they would perhaps not wish to focus on it; or the rare
occasions of outmarriages and divorce which would have to be pinned
down by a polite insistence ostensibly to obtain the complete family
tree.

Another common form of social desirability is the wish to please the
researcher, that is, to match what the informant perceives to be the
researcher's expectations. In Ashkelon this tendency was expressed in
a frequent inquiry about the progress of my research and a stated wish
to help me out. As one informant put it: "If a person like you comes
all the way from Engl and? to write a book about us, then the least
that 1 can do is to see in what way I could be helpful.® Certainly it
is better to be in that position rather than in Evans-Pri tchard's,' who
was told: “You are a foreigner, why should we tell you the right
way?" (in Hatfield, 1973). But sometimes, when trying too hard, that
could become an embarrassment. On one occasion a close informant
dragged a man off the street, forcing him to tell me about his job as
a ticket collector on a train - because I had asked his help to locate
such a professional. The poor man struggled to tell me as 1ittle as
he could. He was apparently alarmed and did not understand what it
was all about. Clearly, not only was his testimony of 1ittle use but
I also lost a potential source of information and had 'gained' a
suspecting acquaintance.

(b) Purposeful Misleading

Purposeful misleading, that {is, intentional lying in order to lead the
researcher off the track, could be either a cultural way of handling
strangers (eg: Evans-Pritchard with the Nuer), or a wish to conceal
sensitive information. 1 experienced some of the latter in the more
advanced stages of the fieldwork, when I allowed myself to dig into

the messier affairs of the present - as opposed to my regular dealings
with the past.

I was curious to check the criminal record of the Georgian community,
both in order to examine the carry-over effect from Georgia and to
test popular prejudice about the allegedly bad record of Georgians as
regards law-breaking. This impression is widely given by the Israeli
public and Press. After some effort, I obtained permission to go
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through the local magistrates court files. What I found was surpris-
ing in two ways. Firstly, the overall crime rate (measured by offi-
cial charges and detention requests) was lower for the Geogian commu-
nfty than for the rest of the population. Secondly, the Georgians
were outstanding in one peculiar offence: stealing electricity from
the national electricity company. This was a specific Georgian phe-
nomenon and rather widespread. However, not only was I not told about

this before, but when inquiring - having already obtained official
figures - I was assured (wrongly) that it was a rare occurrence.

0f course, intentional misleading would not be surprising if it served
a purpose. I came across this in one of my residual roles as the
town's expert on Georgians. A colleague working with girls in dis-
tress in the local social service department approached me about a
reported case of elopement. Naturally I was very interested to become
involved. While Elam, my late predecessor in Ashkelon, evidenced
several cases in the early and mid-70's, I had not come across any.
Immediately I made myself available, and shortly afterwards we met
with the girl and her parents. They were opposed to her marriage,
while she gave the impression that she would rather consent.l0 My
next step was to try to get some more background information about the
families involved. To my astonishment, I quickly found out, through
my sources, that not only was there no elopement, but that the gir]
had actually already been engaged. The true problem turned out to be
the girl's age. She was under the legal marriage age and it was
thought that by fabricating an elopement, the authorities would be put
under pressure to give their approval to the wedding.

(c) Exaggeration

Exaggeration is a form of conspicbus display. For many it is the
renowned Georgian attribute, evident to any traveller (eg Hone, 1982:
Maclean, 1980; Papashvily, 1973)‘.11 For observers, this is rather
appealing - say as guests at lavish feasts. But to social observers
it possesses some problems when trying to establish information as
accurately as possible. Social gatherings 1ike feasts are an excel-
lent occasion to collect information: the wine loosens the tongue and

time stops still. And as a guest you become the focus of attention
and your wishes (including questions) get answered. However, if I
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believed all accounts, then Mzhevanadze, the deposed ruler of Georgia,
was supposed to be on the paying 1ist of some traders who - as the
Georgian saying goes - 'did not know where Tbilisi was on the map'.
Furthermore, the present first secretary, Shavardnadze, who appears by
the stories to be rather a hermit, is supposed to have been a personal
friend of several of Ashkelon's present inhabitants.

As could be expected in a large community, one finds a wide range of
behaviours. Thus, there was one informant who, being aware of the
inbuilt cultural tendency to exaggerate, would actually underestimate.
He would typically say: "I think our income was so and so, but you
must not take it down. It could now seem to me higher than it actual-
ly was." On the other hand, there was a pathological 1iar who was

supposed to be so powerful that he was only short of becoming the
mayor of a large town.

Remedies for false reporting are simple, but labour expensive.
Meticulous cross-checking of information is the key, along with a
careful and continuous effort to establiish an informant's credibility.
This was done through key informants, who were expected to be in a
position'to assess a person's standing, at least in the community,
and, if possible, back in Georgia. Of course, over time I was able to
establish independently my impressions of a person's standing in the
community. It so happened that two informants who were among the
first with whom I developed a good rapport and with whom I spent
considerable time and effort, had to be discounted as they were found
to be lacking in credibility. Sometimes, when the problem seemed to
be more a lack of accuracy (that is, exaggeration) than incredibility,
I arranged - mainly through key informants - to pass the message that
it was paramount for me, "in order to write a reliable book," to be
given accurate accounts. It seemed to help. In a particular instance

I used to pass all information to the attention of an informant's son,
who would then filter it according to the best of his ability.
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Both perceptual errors and false reporting are a potentially greater
danger to reliable research in studying culture from a distance,
mainly because of the necessary overdependence on a particularly

narrow channel of data: selective informants. To minimize these
sources of error, three main methods were employed:

- establishing an informant's credibility: both in his present
1ife in the community and, before that, in Georgia;

- establishing an informant's reliability: by rechecking his re-
ports over time;

- establishing a report's validity (typicality): by cross-checking
it with similar accounts.

6.4 Researcher-Subjects Relations

(a) Working with an Emigre Society

The ever-present problem of acquiring the frank cooperation of sub-
jects becomes a major concern in reconstructive research when dealing
with an inaccessible culture. All data is necessarily dependent on
the successful (or unsuccessful) rapport with informants who are in
the difficult position of both exiles and newcomers: they left their
fatherland but are not yet integrated in their new home. Their stand-
ing as immigrants in a different society is bound to have an impact on
the way they cope and adapt to the new situation. Inevitably it
shades the relations with a researcher in a certain way. In our
particular case, dealing with people who come from an environment
where free research is non-existent, and a person with a pen and a
notebook has to be an official of some kind, can only make things
complicated for both sides.

The Harvard Project researchers, for instance, were concerned about
how the Soviet emigres' responses would be affected in the 1ight of
the fact that they were waiting for visas to the United States (Bauer
et al, 1964; Inkeles and Bauer, 1959). The Georgian way of responding
to the Israeli reality was to 'hedgehog': wrap inwardly and minimize
the contact with, and influence of, the outside envi ronment.l2 Con-
sequently, former attempts to obtain information on economic activity
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in Georgia using 'closed' structured questionnaires failed to obtain
adequate co-operation (Ofer et al, 1979). Another survey at the same
period, though reporting some data, admits that "many of the inter-
viewees were ashamed (?) to go into details about i11icit income in

the USSR" (Israeli Institute for the Study of Contemporary Society,
1979, p.15).

The strong boundary the Georgians have built around themselves (Elam,
1980) and their mutual rejection of Israelis (only 3% of Israelis ever
met Georgians socially: Astman and Rosenbaum, 1979)13 suggested that
the gradual build*“f trust with specific individuals, and within a
community framework was imperative. That called for a research method
which would involve a close association with Georgians over a consid-
erable period of time, and careful consideration in asking (or re-
fraining from asking) particular questions.

(b) Ethical Considerations

Working with immigrants from a totalitarian police state, and recon-

structing aspects of their 1ife there, raises some ethical concerns
peculiar to this type of 1inquiry.

Since people who left the Soviet Union have still got relatives there,
this issue naturally was present all the way through my fieldwork,
though it was not often openly put forward, perhaps because informants
did not want to offend me.!* More than anything, this puts a heavy
burden of responsiblity on the researcher. After all, it is he who
makes the decisions as to what to present and how. Needless to say,
the information is concealed in such a way that any detection of the
source of reference is practically impossible. There is no mention of
names of people or places, and any specific data (eq: the sort of

produce in the factory described) were given adequate fictitious
cover.

More than once I found myself in the uneasy situation of trying to
convince a person that he could trust me with his secret affairs in
the recent past. I tried to keep the balance between my desire to
know and succeed in this venture on the one hand, while recognizing a
person’s very real difficulties in cooperating on the other. I tried
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to remember that my momentary loss is far less crucial than his poten-
tial risk.

6.5 A Final Note

As has been presented here, there are no doubt numerous limitations to
be dealt with when undertaking research on an inaccessible culture,

requiring a reconstruction of events from the past and tackling a
sensitive issue such as illicit economic activity.

However, 1f these problems are identified and faced during the data
collection phase, in carefully planned strategy, and if taken into
consideration when applying the findings, this methodology is possibly

the best one available today to study our particular issue: the
second economy of a Soviet society.
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NOTES

CHAPTER 2

1.

Elam makes a point in his field notes: "A telephone in a neigh-
bour's flat reminds us that we never came across one in a
Georgian flat - with one notable exception. Is it because a
telephone acknowledges distance between relatives, a substitute
for face to face contact . . .?" (8.8.1977, unpublished field
notes). Elam was right. Four years later telephones were still
low on the Georgfan priority 1ist. Evidently, these were con-
sidered unnecessary for inter-community communications.
Telephones might also suggest an asocial attitude: to shorten or
hasten communication would be considered an insulit. One should
never be short of 'social time'.

This suspicion was existent also in Georgia. Plisezki, who
studied Georgian Jews in the late twenties notes it, and so does
Krikheli, who directed the Historical and Ethnographical Museum
of Georgian Jews in the thirties and forties (in Ben-Zvi, 1963).
However, one cannot separate this suspicion from the general

problem of practising social sciences in the Soviet Union in
those times.

0lim: migrants to Israel.

Some of the questionnaires which related to the same family were
filled in in different classes.

Goldberg (1967) has looked at continuity patterns among migrants
by using participant observation to examine their principal
social institutions in the present and recent past.

Textbooks were available in Israel. The sampled persons had left
Georgia at different times during the last decade. As far as I
was able to establish, these texts had hardly changed in the last
twenty years. One of the respondents was a Christian and was
educated in the capital city. The other five were Jewish and
came from east,south and west rural Georgia.

Consider the following vignette: on a summer day I stroll along
the main street. "Shalom professor” I was greeted by two young
brothers. The youngest (aged 9) wanted to try on my sunglasses.
Without thinking I hand them over, while his elder brother (aged
12) slaps him in the face: "How dare you make such a request!"

I did, however, 100k into the ordinary offences at the local
magistrates court, which of course did not come to the attention
of the press. But this was done in order to learn about my
sample, not to gain information about the second economy, and, as

already mentioned, that immediately raised some eyebrows in my
vicinity.

I was known in the community as 'Doktori' and ‘Englishi’, both
suggesting a high standing.
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10.
11.
12.

13.

14,

Usually elopement is worked out with the girl's prior consent.

For further elaboration, see Chapter on Core Values.

This is one possible reaction among few others. North African
emigrés' reaction in the fifties and sixties apparently was
largely one of disintegration and overdependence on the receiving
society (Marx, 1976; Elam, 1980).

This should explain why people preferred to relate to me as
'Englishi' (Englishman) and not as Israeli, which I am. The
general rejection of Israelis, and what appeared to be Israeli,
made it difficult to see me in the same category while responding
to me favourably.

Which does not imply that my standing was taken for granted; my
integrity and credibility were constantly in question.
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Two Questions
The overall question this chapter aims to answer is the following:

Is the sample used in this study adequate - ie. can one learn about
Soviet Georgia's second economy by studying a community of Georgian
Jewish emigrés in Israel?

The question should be treated I believe at two conceptually different
levels. One derives from the economic sphere, the other from the

cultural milieu

(a) The Question of Economic Representation

Since this study focuses on economic activity, the central issue to be
examined is whether the people of the selected sample can give evi-
dence about the second economy. Two expectations can be offered:

-  That, as a minimal requirement, the people in our sample have
observed Georgia's second economy in action, they can - and do
give evidence about their observations.

- Better than this: 1if as participants in the second economy of
Georgia, they give evidence particularly of their participation
with and alongside non Jewish Georgians.

(b) The Question of Cultural Representation

As this study aims to understand economic behaviour on the basis of a
people's culture, three further expectations can be put forward:

- That, as natives of Georgia, the studied people should reflect in

their behaviours and attitudes some aspects of their host
culture.1

- Better than this, if as a minority group living along with the

majority, the selected sample can give evidence about the general
population.
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- Better still, if it can be established that the selected sample

not only lived among their gentile neighbours, but in practical
terms 1ived with them and shared similar beliefs and customs,
then their contributions can be regarded as disproportionately
valuablie.

I will start by examining the issue of cultural representation first.
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1. THE PLACE OF JEWS IN GEORGIAN SOCIETY AND CULTURE

An established Jewish presence in Georgia traditionally goes back to
the legendary Kusar Empire in the 8th Century and some would argue to
before that - to dispersal after the destruction of the first temple.
There is firm evidence both of settiements at least as far back as the
11th Century and of an uninterrupted presence since then. This pres-

ence has been relatively uneventful. In Georgia there were no expul-
sions and restricted pales of settlement as in Czarist Russia. When

Russia annexed Georgia in 1801 it had to recognize the established
position of its Jews who then enjoyed a much freer status than else-
where in the Russian Empire. Since the Red Army takeover of Georgia
in 1921 there has been a similar differential in control.

The decades between the start of Soviet rule and the beginning of mass

emigration to Israel are of crucial importance to this research. It
is in those years that the subjects who provided the data were born,

grew up and were socially active. In examining the place of Jews in
Georgia at that period, the following questions are of main interest:
How close was their 1ife to that of gentile Georgians? How integrated
were they in Georgian society? What differentiated them from the non-

Jewish population?

[ would 1ike to focus on three central areas: the cultural arena,
relations between Jews and gentiles and the place Jews occupied in the

Georgian economy.

1.1 Culture
(a) Language

Language is the core of culture and as such is a prime indicator of
the exclusiveness of a people. Georgian Jews have neither a separate
language, nor a special Jewish dialect in Georgian. Consequently they
are a rare exception among Jewish ethnic groups. Ben-Zvi (1963)
notes: "What is most surprising is that even the script they use

amongst themselves is Georgian, going from left to right, and is very
different from all other Jewish groups in the East and West, who used
Hebrew script for communicating the local spoken language amongst

themselves." (p.91)
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Nevertheless there were in use certain Hebrew words and expressions,
especially among pedlars and merchants - a kind of secret argot or
canting language (similar to that of fairground workers in Britain)
intended to take advantage of Georgian gentile listeners. The vocabu-
lary was rather limiting and probably derived from chatter and chant-
ings of religious ceremonies. Recent research indicates that the
vocabulary of specific Judeo-Georgian speech is probably richer than
originally suspected (Moskovich and Ben-Oren, undated). Yet it is
doubtful whether it ever came into general use; and the researchers
themselves stated that: "according to the established view, a sepa-
rate Judeo-Georgian language does not exist. The Georgian Jews them-

selves claim that they speak the Georgian language common to them and
to the Georgian gentiles." (p.l)

(b) Names

Georgian Jews bear the same names as the Georgian gentiles: both
first and surnames. In that sense, they are practically indistin-
guishable. What is more, first names are Georgian proper - not an
adaptation of Jewish names and they do not use separate Hebrew names
either as is the case elsewhere. It has been suggested that the use
of the traditional Georgian surname endings ‘'adze' and 'il1i' were
adopted by Georgian Jews in the second half of the 19th Century. This

suggests that at this time there were more opportunities for {ntegra-

tion which would indicate Jews could 'pass' as Georgian in certain
situations.

(c) Customs

Georgian Jews followed local custom to the extent that even the major
religious ceremonies - for example, weddings - differed only "in a few

Hebrew songs, of a religious or semi-religious nature" (Plisezki,
p.36).

Plisezki noted that the Jews in the mountain areas of Georgia (Racha
region) performed the Bussloba ceremony, which is a fertility rite

associated with farm animals, although in his day Jews were not shep-
herds, and he doubts whether they ever were.
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Elyashvili (1975) suggested that any respectable girl - Jewish or
gentile - would play the Deira (a kind of drum) and the Garmoshka (a
mouth organ), traditional Georgian instruments. These days, the pro-
per musical instrument is the piano, which is almost a must in any

Georgian Jewish home in Ashkelon - as, it appears it is in Georgia
itself.

b

When I enquired about customary ways of celebrating holidays in
Georgia, to my surprise all respondents2 mentioned the celebration of
the Georgian New Year and even Christmas.

"Jews used to celebrate Christmas together with the gentiles and

in the same way: decorating trees, buying presents, putting on
fancy dress.”

"Christmas was full of joy. We would decorate a fir tree, pre-

pare a huge meal, and wait for midnight, when we would start
dancing."”

"We used to celebrate Christmas thus: we would take a fir tree
and put i1t in the middie of the house and decorate it with toys,
and small lights; and fruits and sweets as well. Around the tree
we would put tables with 1ots of food and drink, and we would

give blessings for a good and sweet year (1ike we bless in the
Jewish New Year); and we would celebrate right into early morn-

ing. In the middle of any town or village there would be the
tallest fir tree, all decorated. And the children would put on
various fancy dress ... I remember (Santa Claus) giving me a
kind of 'birthday bag', with sweets and small toys inside."

Another informant explained this puzzling phenomenon:

"It was a special event celebrated by Jews and gentiles alike.

Christmas 1s a Christian festival, but we would celebrate it
because Jews and Christians were neighbours."

Likewise, one informant recalled that, Christians would be honorary
guests at Purim. And according to another, they would take part in
Simkhas Torah.* Both are traditional festive occasions.
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Another cultural feature of Georgian Jews, very much a deviation from
diaspora Jewish tradition, is excessive alcoholic consumption, espe-
cially of wines, which is in accordance with the Georgian gentile way
of 1ife. While the non-drinking of wines and spirits was a key dif-
ference between Jews and Christians in Europe; Georgian Jews, like

their gentile neighbours, even grew their own grapes and made their
own wine.

There were no special Jewish dishes, as is common in other Jewish
diasporic communities - Georgian cuisine prevailed, but of course the

consumption of pork was prohibited, and all Kashruth® laws were ob-
served.

1.2 Gentile-Jewish Relations
(a) Formal and Informal Bonds

The strongest bond, that of marriage, was almost out of the question.
Jews did not intermarry. Of course, there have been exceptions to
this rule - more so in the cities, and from the 1960's onwards, but
almost none in the rural areas.

There are a number of reasons for this. Firstly, the religion rules
it out. Secondly, the social organization of the Jewish family and
the Jewish community in Georgia was very close-knit. The fact that
the majority of the Jewish population was rural® ensured that there
were only a few dissenters. Both Elyashvili (1975) and Plisezki
(1931), reporting on Georgian Jewish 1ife in the 1920's and 1930's
respectively, commented on their strong communal boundaries. Elam,
who studied the migrants upon their arrival to Israel in the early

1970's, was fascinated by their strong ingroup cohesion and outgroup
rejection.

A third factor militating against intermarriage was that traditionally
couples married young to spouses chosen by their elders. Girls would
not usually be more than sixteen years old, whilst men would marry in
their late teens or early twenties. Thus the family's authority
prevailed and the ability, or wish, to deviate was limited./
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Nonetheless, there are alternative bonds to those of wedlock which can
unite Jewish and gentile individuals, and through them families. This
is the traditional blood brotherhood bond, which still holds in rural
Georgia, though the urban population consider it passe. Blood
brotherhood signifies the ultimate link between two individuals and
their respective families. It is the epitome of a 1ong established
relationship, and the ritual is performed as a symbol of that special
bond, or in order to publicly demonstrate it.

The ritual is dramatic, and involves cutting a finger (usually the
small or middle finger - sometimes both) to 1et the blood run for a
while. Then the appropriate fingers are held against each other thus
permitting one's family blood to mix with another's. Symbolically it
ifs interpreted as 'becoming as a brother' (the literal meaning of the
Georgian term: Dzemobili), or ‘as a sister' ('Dobili' in the case of
females). The ritual can be either private or public, according to
circumstances and intentions. However, it is always considered a
ser'lqus cctmmii:ment,.8 The commitment affects both families, and
therefore the formal binding would be the outcome of a long period of
maturation in their relationships sometimes requiring the formal con-
sent of the heads of both families. Despite the fact that I came
across several cases of blood-brother/sisterhood the impression shared
by my informants was that this was not a common event - in fact rather
a rare event. Nevertheless, most cases I heard about involved a Jew
and a gentﬂe,.9 and was an expression of the concern to cement a

special relationship that extended beyond the individuals directly
involved.

A second bond which cut across the Jewish/gentile divide, was provided
by milk brotherhood and milk sisterhood which mystically 1inked off-
spring of different mothers if they were suckled from the same breast.
There were no religious barriers to seeking such attachments from
either side of the divide i1f a mother proved unable to feed her own
child. As with blood brotherhood, the milk bond extended at least for
the life of the individuals involved and forged 1inks beyond them to
members of their wider families. One of my informants had a blood
brotherhood 1ink with a gentile family that had extended over three

generations. This was not considered vastly extraordinary in such
cases.
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Besides these mystically backed quasi kinship links based on ties of
blood and milk there were other less committing bonds. The Georgian
language provides for three types of friendship. Next to Dzemob<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>