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T?e fle ... 5~e ('~" fl,~er~tl~" ~f t}Je LR~rles ~f t?e UrS -B.R 
(TJe {?~r\s §foe) 

Composition, Aims and Tasks 

M. Abramtchik 

The League for the Liberation of the Peoples of the -USSR, better known as 
the "Paris Bloc," was founded in March 1953 in Paris; hence its name. 

The peculiar position of the non-Russian nationalities in the former Russian 
empire and now in the Soviet Union has always tended to bring these peoples 
together in the fight for liberation. In the course of the last fifty years, a feeling 
of mutual sympathy between these peoples has clearly manifested itself, both in 
their homeland and amongst the emigration. Even before the birth of the "Paris 
Bloc," there existed a number of associations between the non-Russian peoples 
of .the USSR which on occ~sions functioned quite efficiently. These associations, 
however, were based on r:;ommon territorial, party-ideological or religious factbrs 
and their activities were thus limited in scope. 

The increase in the numbers of the emigration after World War II and the 
intensification of the camJ?aign of psychological w;:trfare against the whole of 
the free world by the Bolsheviks speeded up the long-planned organization of a 

·' broader and more coordinated common• front of . the enslaved nations of the 
USSR. The initiative for the formation of this broader front c~e almost simul
taneously from the alliance of three governments in exile (the Belorussian, Geor
gian and Ukrainian), who signed an agreement in Karlsruhe -(Western Germany) 
on ,February 15, 19,53, and from the united national centtrs of the Caucasian 
peoples. · 

The conference of representatives of these two groups which took place in 
, March 1953 in Paris laid the foundations for a movement to strengthen and 
deepen the friendly ,relations of six national-political centers in exile (those of 
the four Caucasian nationalities, the Belorussians and the Ukrainians). In spite 
of the fact that the decisions of this conference regarding the coordination of 
activities in the struggle for/ liberation were based on solemn verbal declarations 
rather than on obligations in writing, the newly-formed political center, the 
"Paris Bloc," as every year went by, gained in authority and popularity amongst 
the emig-ration precisely because of the unity of purpose which its members 
demonstrate<;! in all-their actions. 

• 
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Soon after its formation, the Paris Bloc was joined by two further national 

centers - those of Iael-Ural (embracing the Tatar-Bashkir and Ugro-Finnish 
peopks) and Turkestan. 

At the fourth conference of the movement, held in November 1955, it was 
decided to adopt the name "League for the ·Liberation of the Peoples of the 
USSR (Paris Bloc)." The conference accepted two new members- the Crimean 
Tatars and the Cossacks. It also worked out and adopted a statute amplifying 
its regulations and introduced a number of clauses setting out in written form the · 
rights and obligations of members. 

The aims of the League are defined in Paragraph 1 of the statute in the 
following manner: 

The aim of the League for Liberation of the Peoples of the USSR 
(Paris Bloc) is to coordinate the efforts of the con,stituent peoples f0r a 
more successful fight against the Communist dictatorship of the Kremlin, 
for the complete realization of national aspirations and for the restoration 
of the political independence of peoples who have become victims of 
Soviet occupation. 

The statute also formally confirmed the rules for accepting new members 
which were already being used in practice. According to the statute; only organi-. 
zations truly representing a separate national-political center and not particular 
parties or groups are eligible for membership. In order to satisfy this' c~ndition, 
the emigration of any nationality desiring League membership must carry ou,.t 
an internal coordination, since every national sector can only be represented in 
the League by a single national delegation. 

At the moment, the following nations are represented by the corr·esponding 
delegations: ' . 

Armenians (Delegation of the Armenian Republic); 
Azerbaidzhanis (Azeubaidzhanian National Center); 
Belorussians (Rada of the Belornssian Democratic Republic); 
Cossacks (The Supreme Cossack Representation); 
Crimeans (National Center of Crimean Turks); 
Georgians (Georgian National Council); 
Idel-Uralians (!del-Ural National Center); 
North Caucasians (North-Caucasian National Center); 
Turkestanis (Turkestan National Center); 
Ukrainians (Executive Organ of the Ukrainian National Rada). 

Each of the organizations enumerated above embraces the majority of the 
democratically-minded emigres belonging to the nationality concerned and 
dispersed throughout the free world in :gurope, Asia, Africa, North and South 
America, and Australia, whatever their ideological differences. , 

In this manner, over two million emigres from territories now occupied by 
the Soviets are concerned, directly or indirectly, by the activities of the League. 
Some three, hundred local political, cultural or social organizations are linked 
with the League via the above-named national centers an~ over a hundred 
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periodical and non-periodical papers and journals are published, mainly in the 
languages of League members. The League therefore represents a broad front, 
both horizontally and vertically, and is entitled to be considered as the true 
center of the movement for the liberation of the non-Russian peoples of the 
USSR. 

In addition to its basic purpose - the liberation of its constituent national
ities from Bolshevism - the League's program also includes the aim of popu
larizing the idea of continued close cooperation in the future, after liberation. 

The chief basis for this is the common experience of League members in the 
past, particularly during the events of 1918-20, when, in the absence of such a 
close union, the recreated independent states representing these nations were 
conquered, one after the other, by the Soviet Union. 

S. Dovhal 

We are bringing to the. attention of our readers the first number of the 
journal Problems qf the Peoples of the USSR, which is published by the League 
for the Liberation of the Peoples of the USSR (The Paris Bloc). This organization 
unites the national centers, now in exile, of the subjugated peoples of the USSR. 
Not only these centers, but also the large numbers of political emigres they 
represent, were forced to leave their homelands because they refused to submit 
to Bolshe.vik dictatorship. · 

· Because of the· dominant role played by the Russian - or, more strictly, 
the Great Russian - people in the Soviet Union as well as in the old tsarist 
empire, too many people throughout the world have fallen into the habit of 
referring to the USSR as "Russia," to Soviet affairs as "Russian" and to persons 
with even such distinctive non-Russian names as Dumbadze (Georgian), Khacha
turian (Armenian) or Savchenko (Ukrainian) as "Russians." Even specialists 
tend to adopt this inaccurate manner of speaking and thinking: e.g., academic 
institutions which purport to cover the field of Soviet affairs bear such names as 
the "Russian Institute," at Columbia University in New York, or the "Ryska 
Institutet," at the University of Stockholm. 

Under such conditions, it is little wonder that the layman in the free world 
hardly realizes that more than half of the people of the USSR are not Russians, / 
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th.at these non-Russian peoples have their own individual characters, cultures, 
languages, histories and problems arid tha~ most of them enjoy~d separate state 
existence before they were annexed to the tsarist empire or conquered by the 
Red Army. 

It must be remembered that, after the overthrow of the tsarist regime in 
1917, almost all the nationally and .politically conscious non-Russian groups of 
the former Russia!). empire dedicated themselves to the realization of their 
political aspirations by reconstructing their countries on the principles of demo
cratic self-determination. Each of these countries created its own legislative and 
executive organs on the basis of a universal baUot. In this way, several of these 
peoples, who had lost their liberty and independence as a result of conquest by 
the tsarist armies, succeeded in restoring their political independence toward the 
end of 1917 and at the beginning of 1918. 

It seemed at the time that history recognized justice, that at long last, after 
many years of suffering and persecution, our peoples would be allowed to build 
a free and peaceful life in their own democratic independent republics. But 
before the newly-created nations had had time to acquire strength to overcome 
the hunger and poverty caused by World War I, before they had had the 
opportunity of organizing their own defense, these democratic republics were 
overrun by the Bolshevik hordes, which, under the pretext of liberation. 
conquered them one by one, inflicting greater suffering than World War I itself . 
had done. · 

The Bolshevik regime consolidated its rule by using methods of unprece
dented violence, including mass murder, terror and enslavement. It destroyed 
the independent republics and replaced them with a centralized dictatorship, the 
lawless rule of a handful of Communist leaders. Finally, this was supplanted by 
a personal dictatorship. 

Our peoples are deprived of liberty, of their most elementary rights. The 
totalitarian system has subordinated all branches of activity, literally the entire 
social, and to a certain extent, even the private lives of the enslaved subjects to 
its administrative apparatus. Not everyone in the West is aware of the degree of 
subordination to which the individual in the USSR is subjected. There, man is at 
the mercy of dictatorial authority from birth to ~e<~:th. He has no right to 
exercise his initiative in the economic life of the country and is told by the 
Communist authorities where he must work and what he must do. Tpe Soviet 
citizen has no right to bring 'up his children as he may wish. The Communist 
Party forcibly takes his children from him and educates them in . the spirit of 
Bolshevik fanaticism., The citizens of the USSR are denied the liberty to consti
tute their own professional, political1 cultural, scientific, religious or any oth~r 
kind of organizations: this right is claimed by the Communist Party, which 
forces the people to dance on strings pulled by ignorant state secretaries. 

The workers and peasant-kolkhozniks have no right to form their own 
professional trade unions, · demand higher wages, assemble freely or call strikes. 
There are no rights at all. The task assigned them by the Communist dictatorship 
is to work and only to work, meanwhile receiving miserable wages for their 
exhausting labor, wages which do not allow them to satisfy even the most basic 

' needs. 
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No freedom of. speech exists in the USSR;,press, publishing houses, academic 
institutions, and educational institutions from secondary schools through univer
sities, are subordinated to the same central authority. The citizens are deprived 
of the right of free speech and severe punis,hment awaits those suspected of 
expressing their ideas freely. There is no freedom of religion, and all churches, 
whether Christian, Mohammedan, Buddhist or Jewish, have been liquidated as 
such. The priesthood has been either ruthlessly executed or exilecj. to the vast · 
Siberian wastes. There is no parallel in human history to the all-embracing 
Soviet totalitarian system. 

It is difficult for the citizen of the free wodd to visualize a political system 
where everything is built on deceit and falsification. There is a constitution in 
the USSR, one which Communist propaganda brazenly proclaims to be "the 
most democratic." This ostensibly guarantees the right to elect officials at all 
levels of government. In reality, however, there are no free elections of any 
kind in the USSR. All prospective deputies to the soviets are first selected 
a~cording to the Party Central Committee's directives, as are all appointments to 
government organizations. Neither peasants, workers, nor working intellectuals 
have any opportunity to nominate or vote for their own candidates. All candi
date lis.ts are prepared by the hierarchy of the Communist Party, and citizens 
have no choice but to vote for one of them. This safeguards the continuance of 
the Central Committee in power, for its nominees execute its dictates without 
question. The "Supreme Soviet" is a misnomer: the real power lies with the 
All-Union Party Central Committee or with the Committee's First Secretary, 
Nikita Khrushchev. 

The struggle fO{ freedom by the non-Russian peoples of the USSR is the 
object of particularly ruthless persecution. Statistical data and the testimonies 
of numerous emigrants .who have been in Soviet prisons or concentration camps 
prove beyond all doubt that the overwhelming majority of victims of repression 
and persecution for so-called political crimes were members of subjugated nation
alities of the USSR - Ukrainians, Belorussians, Caucasians, Cossacks, Tatars, 
Baits, etc. The ' Communist Party, with its imperial policy, ruthless repressions, 
murder, genocide and continuous persecution, is destroying our nations. Millions 
of our brethren have perished in the terror, millions languish in prisons or 
concentration camps. Their only crime was the desire to have their own indepen
dent democratic states and to guarantee to their people the right to live and profit 
~rom the products of their labor. So much the greater the responsibility of those 
of us who live in the free world to continue the struggle for the liberation of our 
countries. 

The emigration is dispersed throughout the world. Its represent~tives have 
carried with them the truth regarding the conditions of our people under Com
munist domination. They represent all social strata of their respective nations, 
but the majority are workers, peasants and working int;ellectuals, the very social 
groups in whose name the Communist Party claims to speak. This fact is in itself 
proof that the dictatorship of the proletariat is a lie. It is the proletariat that 
must flee from the Soviet prison of nations. 

The emigration must carry on the protest against oppression, deportation 
and enslavement. We maintain that the masses of the emigration and not the 
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official and unofficial Communist envoys are the true representatives of the 
interests of the nations of the USSR. This emigration speaks the truth and 
rejects the lies spread by the Communists and their agents in the free countries 
of the world. As a result of free discussion and elections, the responsibility for 
defending the rights of the nations of the USSR has been vested in .the League 
for Liberation of the Peoples of the USSR (The Paris Bloc), an organization 
representing the national-political core of ten nations. 

Although the League was founded in 1953, it has not until now had its own 
periodical. This does not mean that the League has been entirely voiceless. On 
the contrary, the national emigre organizations have published their own litera
ture in order to inform their own members as well as the people of the free 
world of the true position of the peoples of the USSR and of their struggle for 
freedom, and in so doing have worked for a united struggle against the 
Kremlin dictatorship. But the League has always wished to create its own cen
tral organ to combine with the social forces of the free world in the fight for 
liberation. 

Our journal will be therefore devoted to providing reliable information 
on the true positions of our constituent nations, to popularizing the struggle for 
liberation from the Communist regime and to discussing questions of coordination 
and cooperation with the peoples of the countries of the free world. 

The problem of the liberation of the enslaved nations of the USSR is one 
of vital importance not only for those nations themselves but for all people of 
good will, for all democrats who reject the policy of enslaving nations and their 
national identities. 

Apart from supplying objective information on events taking place in the 
territories of our constituent nations, our program is to lay bare the policy of 
tpe oppressors, who attempt to hide a colonial regime of terror and genocide 
under a veil of heavy propaganda. We wish to reach those who are1 misinformed 
on the true nature of the situation. 

The widespread propaganda conducted by the Kremlin and fellowtravelers 
in the free world is sometimes taken at face value as a new message for man
kind's liberation. Lately, the Communists have been trying to extend their in
fluence in the Near and Middle East by asserting that full liberty for all nations 
exists in the USSR and that full rights are guaranteed to all citizens. Actually, 
the non-Russian nationalities, which compose the majority of the population of 
the USSR, live in colonial subservience, are deprived of all rights and are sub
jugated by the Kremlin. 

According to the Soviet constitution, each of the Soviet republics in the 
USSR is independent and possesses the right of secession. In practice, however, 
the Kremlin governs these so-called "republics" on the principle of complete 
centralization and subordination to Moscow's authority. All those who attemp
ted to defend their national rights or implement the constitution in any way 
were liquidated by the Soviet police. They were executed as political criminals 
in spit;e of the fact that many belonged to the Communist Party. The Bolshevik 
engine of destruction did not spare even the most influential Communists if they 
were found guilty of demanding partial realization of the promises contained in 
the constitution. The nationally-conscious elements, the intellectuals, in whom 

10 



the Communists saw a dangerous competitor as carriers of the idea of freedom 
and national independence, were completely wiped out. 

Thus, the tsarist policy of centralization and of denationalizing nationalities 
with their own historical, cultural and religious traditions is being pursued even 
more vigorously by tsarism's successor in the Kremlin - Communism. Despite, 
however, the untold detriment that has been inflicted by this ruthless policy upon 
their cultural development, not one of the nations concerned has abandoned its 
strivings for political independence. Enforced Russification meets with strong 
opposition, not anly from the nationally-conscious intellectuals but also among 
the masses. This forces the regime to make concessions in the case of some 
nationalities, including recognitiqn, albeit only formal, of the nationality itself 
and of its "independent republic." The realization of true political sovereignty 
is, of course, denied them. 

This deceitful Soviet policy toward the non-Russian peoples of the USSR 
cannot be concealed forever, even with the help of the tremendous propaganda 
effort being exercised throughout the world by the Soviet regime and Communist 
Party. We consider it our duty to speak the truth about the suffering and priva
tions of our people under Communist dictatorship. It is they who are the slaves 
and victims of Soviet totalitahanism, and their territories are being exploited 
by the Communists to conduct an "experiment" unheard of in history. This ex
periment in terror, which has already claimed millions of lives, chokes every 
manifestation of free thought and the search for truth by physically destroying 
those who protest against the methods of oppression and enslavement. 

The members of the Paris Bloc understand from first-hand experience the 
problems, attitudes and aspirations of their fellowcountrymen at home. More
over, they have learned from long experience how to "read between the lines" 
of Soviet publications and broadcasts, interpreting the official Soviet version to 
give reliable analyses of current developments and conditions. They see the 
Soviet Union in its true light, as the most oppressive, powerful and dangerous 
empire the world has ever known, an empire which has not hesitated to enslave 
highly advanced as well as underdeveloped nations, which attempts to force the 
people it has already enslaved to assist in the subjugation of other related peoples 
still outside its grasp, and whose avowed objective is the extension of its 
dominion throughout the entire world. 

·In this first number, we are including artides that are largely designed to 
sum up various aspects of the overall problems as seen by members of the Bloc 
who have studied them for many years. In subsequent issues, we shall attempt 
to provide more in the way of factual material deaiing with current topics, from 
which you may draw your own conclusions. We also hope to publish commen
taries on conditions and developments within this field by experts from various 
countries of the free world. 

We hope our words .will be heard by those for whom they are intended; 
that they will find response in the hearts and minds of all those who treasure 
personal liberty and the freedom of nations. 
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N. G. Guruli 

The life and destiny of mankind are dominated by the latent antagonism 
of two irreconcilable blocs, two different worlds: the world under Communist. 
dictatorship and the free world. It can be said without exaggeration that these 
two worlds are as alien to one another as two galaxies in outer space might b.e. 
Unfortunately, for the cause of liberty, these two terrestrial worlds are. not 
inaccessible, and it is in the nature of the Communist bloc to be in a process of 
continual expansion. In fact, while the free Wjorld bears witness to the last 
convulsions of moribund colonialism, the USSR is on its way to establishing an 
era of colonialism such as the world has never known. For the historian and 
the theoretician of colonialism, the example of the USSR provides a dossier 

· from which no element is lacking: every known method for the acquisition 
of colonial possessions, every possible means for the exploitation of peoples. In 
short, the USSR has proved itself past master in the art of colonialism and 
provides the most striking example of it. It has even gone further than this :.Soviet 
tyranny has created its own special varieties of colonization which "leave 
nothing to be desired," for the Soviet regime is without equal In this domain. 
The methods just as well as the aims of Soviet imperialism are in themselves 
intolerable to the free world, which at this very moment is wiping out the legdcy 
of colonialism: The justifiable indignation of the observer of Communist practices 
must not, however, obscure the grave reality of the situation, the peril to 
humanity of Soviet colonialism. For the territorial aggrandizement which is the 
generating force behind it is only at its beginning. In ' our analysis of ·the 
fund<!mental aims of the Kremlin's imperialism, it will becomt: aBundantly clear 
that both in principle and in essence it is insatiable and boundless.,In demonstrat- . 
ing the means it employs for establishing its coloniaJ empire, the metl:wds of 
colonization which it applies and the dialectic by which it attempts to justify 
them, it is our purpose to expose the ultimate goal of the Kremlin's efforts an~, 
in so doing, shed light upon the menace which hangs over the free worlc;l. 

Methods of Soviet Expansion 

Military Aggression 

The simplest and most blatant forrn of Soviet expansion is armed aggression 
of one kind or another: de facto military occupation gradually turning into· a 
permanent occupation, as in the. case of the satellites; military infiltration' 
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similar to classic colonial warfare; 0r war against a sovereign nation which itself 
possesses its own armed forces. 

It has been this latter method - certainly the most direct and expeditious 
- which the Soviets. have used most frequently. An example of this was the 
invasion of the independent nation of Georgia, an act which is still remembered, 
with indignation by the free countries of the world. In the spring of 1921, with
out prior warning and without a formal declaration of war, the Red Arrr).y 
marched across the Russo-Georgian frontier and attacked the Georgian Army. 

I . 

Resisting fiercely for weeks the onslaught of the numerically superior forces of 
the Red Army, the entire country was occupied and a period of ruthless 
suppression began. This in spite of the fact that Georgia was a sovereign 
democracy, recognized as such by the Peace Conference at Versailles and by a 
number of countries, including the RSFSR itself. The Kremlin had, furthermore, 
signed a treaty with the Republic of Georgia on May 7; 1920. This treaty was 
the first of forty-five which the Soviet Union signed and subsequently violated. 

During the Revolution, almost all the former colonial peoples of the former 
tsarist empire gained or regained their independenc~. The Kremlin's reaction to 
this movement was violent; it countered either by limited operations of a local 
nature or by large-scale operations as the occasion required. In 1920, the North 
Caucasus, Azerbaidzhan and Armenia, heretofore independent republics, were 
occupied. No sooner had the Ukraine and Belorussia won their independence 
than the Red Army intervened and subjected them to forcible Sovietization. 

The peoples of Central Asia suffered a similar fate, although the Kremlin 
employed somewhat different tactics, since it was able to make use of the large 
number of Russian colonists who had been sent into these areas during the tsarist 
regime. Here it was the concerted action of the Red Army and these colonists 
which the Soviets were able to direct against the local Moslem population. In 
spite of this, the Moslems offered fierce resistance to Sovietization and for a 
number of years the Red Army waged continual warfare against groups of 
Moslem partisans, or the Basmachestvo, as they were called. In these Moslem 
territories, just as in the Ukraine, Belorussia, the Caucasus and elsewhere, the 
Soviet military occupation, which was itself rather quickly established, carried 
in its wake reprisals against the local population, the forerunner of a long and 
bloody period of ruthless persecution. Just how the Kremlin pursued its policy bf 
despoilment, deportation and humiliation of these subjugated peoples will be 
seen below. 

The Character and Significance of Soviet Economic Imperialism 

The Kremlin has not, however, always been able to impose its domination 
by the simple and naked employment of force. When circumstances required 
other means, these were found. Such was the case with the People's Democracies 
pf Eastern Europe. As the result of World War II, the USSR in May 1945 
occupied militarily Poland, Rumania, Czechoslovakia, Bulgaria, Hungary, 
Albania and a part of Germany. (Yugoslavia alone escaped this fate.) The 
situation here ' presents certain particularities. In practice, these countries are 
subjected to Soviet occupation, and in fact the Soviet Union seeks to transform 
them into colonies, in other words, subiect them to exploitation. One important 
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obstacle, however, made this task difficult. The Soviet Union was here face to 
face with nations with relatively well-developed industries and technical 
equipment and with evolved and independent economic structures. By the very 
nature of things, this precluded the traditional type of colonial exploitation and 
should logically have dictated a working relationship between occupier and 
occupied based on cooperation and economic equality rather than the relation of 
master to slave which the Kremlin desired. Refusing to face the real nature 
of the situation, the Soviet Union embarked upon an extraordinary operation: 
it proceeded to retard artificially the economic development of these countries, 
imposing upon them unfavo/ able trade agreements inimical to their economic 
structure and their normal trade patterns. 

We shall say nothing of the political, military and police measures which 
accompanied these reactionary economic policies. They are, alas, only too well 
known, and the Hungarian revolution is a powerful reminder. 

A further application of economic policy to promote its colonial aims is 
already in evidence and will become increasingly so in the Soviet Union's so
called peaceful expansion into Southeast Asia and the Middle East. In these 
areas, there is no longer the necessity for the artifice that was used in the case of 
the satellites. On the contrary, here there is nothing but raw economic imperialism 
of the classical type defined by Hobson and later by Lenin. There is no need to 
restate here Hobson's analysis, which is based on an economic explanation and 
theoretical interpretation, or that of Lenin, which is erroneously ·based on the 
notion of financial monopoly and exaggerates the role of capital movements. For 
our purposes a simple definition of economic colonialism will suffice: 

1. A country sufficiently developed to be capable of financial and industrial 
expansion intervenes in the economy of an underdeveloped country through the 
transfer of capital and equipment. · 

2. This intervention has two consequences: (a) to a certain extent it contrib
utes to the technical equipment of the "colonized" country. and thereby to its 
economic advance; but in the long run (b) it tends to hold back this country 's 
development in relation to that of the "colonizing" country. It is this type of 
"colonization" that the USSR plans to pursue in the Middle East. Furthermore, 
it is to• be expected that this penetration will be accompanied by elements that 
are characteristically Soviet in nature, that is: 

1. It is linked to a military penetration in the form of "commissions of 
experts," arms supplies and strategic' bases; 

2. It is done in the name of the "liberation" of underdeveloped peoples 
from economic subservience to the Western powers; 

3. Last but not least- and we shall return to this point -, this economic 
expansion is entirely motivated, directed and controlled by ideological consid
erations. 

Types of Colonization 

Economic Exploitation 

The methods of Soviet colonial expansion, some of which we have consid
ered above, find perhaps their most complete and refined expression in the field 
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of colonization properly speaking - i.e., in the various methods of exploiting 
peoples already subjugated. . 

Looking at the Soviet economy as a whole - to the extent that this is 
possible given the rigorous control of information by the Soviets - we find a 
number of very characteristic elements: 

1. The exchanges between the "center" and the "periphery," between Mos
cow and the Union republics, are characte rized by a pronounced disequilibrium. 
An objective analysis of this two-way traffic along imperial lines indicates that 
the natural resources and wealth of the Union republics, which could serve as the 
basis for their independent existence and welfare, contribute, on the contrary, to 
their economic enslavement, since they are used to serve the expansionist aims 
of the last remaining actively colonial power in the world. 

2. Although a trade pattern is established for the Soviet Union as a whole, 
control is exercised from the center while the republics are nothing more than 
simple executants. This is the econorrw of a colonial empire, not that of a 
federation of free peoples. This state of affairs is clearly seen in an examination 
of the Five-Year Plans for the Union republics, which are drawn up in Moscow. 
It would be even more in evidence if the Soviet government were to publish the 
balance of all economic exchanges within the Soviet Union. It takes care not to 
do this, however. In a word, the USSR constitutes an empire that is economically 
centralized and stratified, the character of which is decidely colonial. 

Human ~nd Social Exploitation 

This type of exploitation is well illustrated by a practice which applies 
equally well to all aspects of life in the Soviet Union: the Kremlin subjects the 
subjugated peoples to systematic spoliation. The capital absorbs the lion's share 
of the national product. This constant drain impoverishes the colonies and its 
purpose is twofold: to enrich the occupier while at the same time maintaining 
the occupied nations in a state of stagnation and neutralizing their capacity for 
reaction. But the hemorrhage is not solely economic; it is human as well. Not 
to speak of genocide, about which something will be said below, a forced 
migration occurs between the republics and the cel}ter: the colonies provide labor 
that is recruited by force, receiving in exchange cadres from the center, "experts," 
control commissions, and the like. This exchange of manpower results in a social 
inequality advantageous to the occupier; it tends to create and maintain a state_ 
of confusion among the colonial peoples. It likewise reflects one of the funda
mental characteristics of Soviet "ideology,"- disdain for man and the ind~vidual. 
Peoples and men are treated not as human beings but as raw material. This is 
particularly evident in the S<?viet practice of "exporting the elite." Selecting in 
each domain the most outstanding intellectuals and technicians, the Soviet Union 
"imports" them into the center. 

We have seen that one of the characteristics of Soviet colonizatipn is to 
maintain the subject peoples in a state of uncertainty, upset natural patterns of 
trade and destroy mutual comprehension. This procedure is not restricted to 
individuals alone but applies to whole nations and their cultures. This is well 
exemplified by the policy of Russification, which at times is pursued in a rather 
subtle fashion, primarily by saturating the non-Russian republics with Russian 
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settlers. This practice is widespread, but the Moslem peoples are the most severely 
affected. In these areas, the Kremlin has seen fit to continue and extend tsarist 
policy. The famous Stolypin plan at the turn of the century, which saw the 
transfer of a million Russian colonists into Central Asia, was adopted and 
applied with even greater vigor by Stalin, who dispatched millions of Russian 
colonists · into the Asian steppes. Khrushchev, in turn, has sent hundreds of 
t}10usands of colonists into Kazakhstan, and this movement continues up to 
the present time. This policy is aimed, not only at upsetting the population 
balance in these areas, but also at breaking up the rural economy and traditions 
of the indigenous peoples, for, as is to be expected, the new colonists settle in the 
rural areas of Kazakhstan. Furthermore, Russification also invades the cultural 
life of these peoples. Whereas this is true throughout the USSR, it is especially 
true for the Moslem areas, where it assumes the dimensions of a struggle agains.t 
Islam. The Moslem religion is persecuted, forbidden and denatured by Com
munist functionaries. In its drive toward the uprooting of the individual and 
entire nations, the Kremlin has found Russification a most effective instrument. 
It engenders antagonism, on the one hand, between the colonists and the natives, 
and also between the native workers and the new caste of "imported" officials. 
This new form of the class struggle, ·in' the eyes of the Kremlin, cripples the 
chances of national-independence movements, ·neutralizes their efforts and, -in the 
final analysis, creates ·a state of social injustice and economic chaos on which the 
Soviet leaders seem to thrive. 

Genocide 

It is quite apparent that the malpractices described above have had a 
catastrophic effect on nations, their languages and their cultures. What has 
resulted has been either the partial deportation of nations, as in tsarist times, or 
the uprooting of whole nations - that is to say, genocide. We have already 
considered the inflexible determination of the Kremlin to create abnormal 
conditions throughout the Empire so as to shatter the natural, cultural and 
economic foundations of the national minorities. This attempt has fo,und its most . 
criminal expression in genocide. Entire peoples have been uprooted from their 
homelands and deported to remote regions. Autonomous republics, founded by 
the Soviet government itself, have been wiped off the map in a matter of days. 
This was the case of the Chechen-Ingush Autonomous Republic, which was 
wiped out in February 1944; its 700,000 inhabitants were deported en masse. 
In 1944, the Balkar .nation suffered annihilation. Such acts surpass the human "' 
imagination and all commentary is superfluous, but this inhumanity of the Soviet 
leaders is part and parcel_ of a complex system. Genocide is merely one aspec t of 
a multitude of analogous measures which have wrought havoc among nations 
and their national cultures. Millions of people have likewise been transplanted 
to far distant regions of the USSR for the alleged purpose of developing hitherto 
undeveloped territories or to disperse anti-regime elements. 

This hatred for the national personality is everywhere and continually to be 
observed and is reflected in the relentless persecution of the human person and 
utter disregard of the individual as a human being. The police state that is the 
Soviet Union and the atmosphere which it creates are only too well known. The 
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distress and torment which the Soviet leaders have introduced into the life of the 
people they have succeeded in instilling in the hearts of each individual. Thus, to 
a certain extent, it can be said that the Russian people themselves are reduced 

( · to a state of colonialism vis-a-vis the ruling class. The political and social oppres-_ 
sion to which they are exposed has much in common with colonial exploitation. 
Soviet colonialism being imposed from above by an oligarchy with limitless 

,- power, the Russian people is also its hapless victim. It, too, is subject to the 
system of mass deportations for purposes of colonization; it, too, is drained, 
impoverished ' and exploited by an arbitrary and artificial economic system. Its 
nat.ural resources are employed to serve the imperialist designs of the rulers and 
not to, improve the lot of its own people~ The Kremlin condemns the Russians as 
well to economic. and political stagnation and thus imposes upon them a type of 
colonial exploitation. This may seem paradoxical, ·but it is, m fact, highly 
characteristic of Soviet colonial oppression. 

;-

The "Dialectic" of Colonialism 

Theory and Practice 

The nature of Communism cannot, however, be understood withqut an 
examination of the so-called "dialectic" by which the Kremlin attempts to justify 
each . phase of its colonial expansion. Not only has it established the most 
extensive colon1al system that the world has ever known, it has also developed 
the theory to rationalize its acts. A striking feature of Communist theory is its 
flexibility and adaptability. It is worth while to consider this aspect of the 
question and to indicate the connection between the reality that we have 
described and the theory behind it. 

The era of -tactics began with the Revolution. For Lenin, tactics was every
thing and this concept was at the bottom of his Machiavellism, which manifested 

' itself from the outset. One week after the seizure of power, the Council of 
- People's Commissars in Petrograd signed the Decree on Nationalities, which 

guaranteed: (1) the equality and sovereignty of the peoples of Russia; (2) the 
right of the peoples of Russia to self-determination, including secession and the 
formation of an .independent state; , (3) the suppression of all privileges and 
restrictions in religion and national life; ( 4) the free development-of national 
minorities and ethnic gx:oups living on the territory of Russia. 

· Lenin's theories on the ·hatl.onality question are just as well known. As 
early as in 1914 he declared: "Why should not we Russians, who oppress more 
nations than any other people, recognize the right of Poland, the Ukraine, Fin
land to secede? ... You have to be a madman to continue the policy of Tsar 
Nicholas." , , 

It is interesting to n0te that Lenin recognized explicitly the right of the 
Ukraine to secession and independence. It is even more interesting to compare 
the date of the Decree on · Nationalities with that of the Red Army's invasion 
of the Ukraine. The decree guaranteeing the right of secession was announced in 
October 1917. In November, the Ukrainian Rada proclaimeo the Ukrainian 
Democratic Republic. In December, less than twenty days after this proclamation 

' '. 
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and less than fifty days after the Decree on Nationalities, the Red Army marched 
against the major cities of the Ukraine. Two years laterj the Red Army launched 
an all-out assault on the Ukraine and completed operations at the beginning 
of 1920. 

We have used the example of the Ukraine since it cle4rly illustrates 
Bolshevik practice, particularly the supremacy of action over theory. The catch 
phrases - right of peoples to self-determination including secession, end of 
colonial oppression, liberation of peoples -from the old tsarist empire - are 
ground into dust. Azerbaidzhan, Armenia, Georgia, the peoples of Central Asia, 
the Ukraine, Belorussia, the independence of which is officially recognized, are 
summarily incorporated. This divergence between theory and practice, between 
propaganda and actioh, has been and continues to be a constant feature of Soviet 
policy. 

Vicissitudes of the Historian 

Within the domain of theory itself, moreover, there are abrupt reversals. 
To appreciate the amplitude of the "dialectical" variations of Soviet imperialism 
would require the examination of a whole corpus of literature. There is, however, 
one example which is eloquent testimony of this phenomenon, the Soviet inter
pretation of the historic role of the imam Shamil. 

From 1829 to 1859, Shamilled the Moslem mountaineers of the Caucasus 
in their glorious and desperate struggle of resistance to conquest by tsarist 
Russia. This epic has gone down in history under the name of Muridism (which 
derives from the religious sect of the Murids). From 1917 until 1950, the war of 
Shamil. against i~perialist conquest was hailed by Soviet historians as a "patriot
ic and progressive epic," and Shamil hims(!lf characterized as a "great demo
crat," "the head of a movement of national liberation of the mountain peoples 
of the Caucasus directed against the colonial policy of tsarist Russia" (Large 
Soviet Encyclopedia, Vol. LXI, 1934). Such during thirty years was the official 
view of the Kremlin, which was quite in keeping with the first part of the 
propagandist slogan "Peoples, liberate yourselves! .. . " The peoples oppressed by 
capitalism were to gain their independence; "the prison of peoples," as Lenin 
described the empire .of the tsars, was to crumble and each nation recover its 
liberty. But the second part of the slogan ': ... and unite with us!" signified that 
once these peoples had freed themselves from the capitalist yoke they were to , 
"integrate themselves" with the Union of SoCialist Republics• to constitute a 
"unified Socialist entity" (Lenin). It was this second "phase" - open, as events 
proved, to diverse interpretations - which was to be revived and elaborated by 
Stalin and his hirelings in a most incredible fashion. We have seen that from 
1918 to the present the Soviet rulers have leftno stone unturned in their sinister 
and brutal realization of the second half of this slogan. In 1950, Soviet historians 
were to provide the historical justification of Soviet policy in this domain, and 
with it came the condemnation of Shamil's movement. 

It i~ not without -interest to examine the reasoning implicit in this strange 
turn of the dialectic, which is reminiscent of the decadent exercises of philoso- _ 
phers such as Diodorus Cronus. It is as follows: Peoples making up- the Soviet 
Union have the good fortune to live under the Communist regime. To what do 
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they owe this good fortune? To the fact that they are a part of the USSR. How 
did this occur? By virtue of their having been conquered by tsarist imperialism. 
Con$equently, tsarist imperialism is a salutary phenomenon inasmuch as it 
prepared the way to socialism and assured in advance the happiness of the future 
Soviet peoples. Such is the argumentation of the Kremlin theoreticians, the 
result of which is the violent condemnation of Muridism and, at the same time, 
of Islam. Hence the assertio1;1 that "Islam has always played a reactionary role" 
. . . This entire campaign corresponds on the one hand to the Russification of the 
Soviet Union, accompanied by a Russification of Socialist theory; on the other, 
to the violent anti-Moslem and anti-national ex.cesses which were particularly 
acute at that time. All things being considered, the following conclusion may be 
drawn: the tsarist empire and the Soviet Union constitute a unified whole, an 
historical continuity. Everything that is or was anti-Russian is by the sa~e token 
anti -Soviet. 

After the death of Stalin, however, a new type of colonial expansion, which 
was described at the beginning of this article, was set into operation: aid to 
"underdeveloped countries," "support" for the nationalist movemen~s in Asia 
and Africa, particularly the Arab movements. In 1956, the Soviet historians 
rehabilitated Shamil and Islam: "The assertion of the reactionary character of 
the movement of the mountaineers for their liberation is a product of the 
imperialist mind and .does not contribute to the friendship of peoples" (Pikman). 
In the very same year, however, a reversal took place: no matter what one 
thinks, "one cannot deny that Russia played a progressive role with regard to 
the Caucasian pepoles . . . The struggle against religious and feudal survivals 
must also include the struggle against reactionary Caucasian Muridism." Bushuev 
has the impertinence to add, "from the point of view of Marxist-Leninist 
principles"! 

The Soviet Empire: Colonialism of a New Type 

This juggling of the dialectic is very instructive, in two respects particu
larly: firstly, Soviet colonial theory is connected with numerous and varied 
factors, especially with its propaganda for external consumption, and a com
prehensive study would have to consider all of these factors: secondly, the 
Kremlin lays claim, objectively speaking, to the legacy of tsarist imperialism. 
The Soviet Communist Party and the leaders of the regime themselves implicitly 
recognize that Soviet colonialism and tsarist Russian imp-erialism constitute an 
historical whole. Soviet imperialism is not, however, simply the continuator of 
tsarist imperialism any more than it is simply the imitator of capitalist expan
sion. These latter were to a certain extent normal phenomena, automatic, 
unpremeditated, not originating in any particular ideology. This is not at all the 
case for Soviet imperialism, which is at the service of an implacable ideology and 
is, therefore, without limits. It is, furthermore, caught up in a permanent 
contradiction: from within, rampant colonization; from ' without, permanent 
"assistance" to nationalist and anti-colonial movements. 

The consequences and the magnitude of this scourge are easily discernible. 
We have seen that the ultimate purpose of all Soviet colonial enterprises and 
acts is to upset the normal, natural, human state of affairs. It aspires to the 
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establishment of an order directed by a robot - Soviet man. Its methods may 
be summed up in two words: depersonalization and denationalization. We know 
what the latter implies: a gigantic mixing of the peoples, the destruction of 
national cultures, the disappearance of whole nations, Russificaiion, etc. This 
attempt to create a Sovi,et world that excludes nationality is accompanied by 
propagandist catchwords like "Culture national in form and socialist -in content" 
which are intended to mask the USSR's ultimate goal - the colonization of the 
whole world. This is the peril which menaces the free world, since it is clear that 
this movement must either perish or continue forever. The urgency of the 
situation is even more apparent when one stops to consider that the Soviet 
colonial empire already extends to the heart of Europe and to remote islands 
in the Pacific. Although heir to tsarist expansionism, Soviet imperialism is an 
inconceivably more dangerous enemy. Tsarist expansion was, as it were, instinc
tive. Then as now, the oppressors did not flinch from "destroying and ·annihilating 
the peoples," in the words of a great Russian poet; but with the colonialism of 
the Kremlin, the expansion is methodical: it is conceived on a universal plane 
and its purpose is to spread its system over the entire world. In other words, we, 
all the free men and free peoples of the world, are its potential victims. The 
Soviet bloc, pitted against the free world, proclaims to the nations which have 
escaped its yoke: "Free yourselves!"; but for the moment says nothing .about the 
final goal of its enterprise: " ... and unite with us!" In the deep recesses of its , , . 
mind is the thought: "If you ·are not urged on by your own ·free will to join us, 
we are ready to remedy this ... by force!" 

AQ.med Ali Asian 

Marxism-Leninism, as expressed in the form of economic and state centr~l
ism, has no place for the national independence and political freedom of peoples. 
The Soviets' approach to the nationality question has always depended on 
whether they have been in need of reserve forces and temporary allies in their· 
struggle to extend their domination over the whole world. Wh~rever they came 
to power the nationality question was declared to be "solve'd" and any demand 
for fundamental national liberties defined as a reactionary manifestation and 
put down by force. One of the most striking examples of this is the Hungarian• 
uprising of 1956. Howev-er, wherever the same national liberation movement 
is aimed against the bourgeois countries of the West, it is considered a progressive 
phenomenon and afforded all possible help. This dual approach is clearly reflec
ted in the Kremlin's eastern policy. 
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The Soviet government sought, from the very first days of its existence, to 
win over to its side those colonial and subject peoples of the East which had long 
been fighting for their freedom and national independenc.e. The Bolsheviks' first 
step in this direction must be considered the publication of two documents 
signed by Lenin and Stalin (the latter being at that time People's Commissar for 
Nationalities): (1) "The Declaration of the Rights of the Peoples of Russia" 
(November 15, 1917); and (2) "The Appeal to all Moslem Workers in Russia 
and the East" (November 20, 1917). The former proclaimed the right of the non
Russian peoples to self-determination, even going so far as to promise the 
right to secede and form independent states. The latter announced the Soviet 

· government's rejection of the colonial policy of tsarist Russia as it affected 
both the Moslems in the Russian Empire an·d the peoples of the non-Russian 
East (Tu.rkey, Iran, Afghanis.tan, and so- on). Promising these peoples every 
possible help, it called on them to engage in social revolution and a decisive 
struggle against the Western colonizers. In January 1918, a special "Central 
Moslem Committee" was formed in Moscow with the aim of developing pro
Soviet underground ~ctivities throughout the whole of the-.. East. The Com
mittee's decisions stressed the need to use even pan-Islamic movements and to 

enroll tl].em in a union with Soviet Russia for the struggle against the West. 
But these declarations did not produce the results hoped for by the Bol

sheviks. The Moslem ,peoples outside Russia saw that the Kremlin's promises to 
. the non-Russian peoples of the former tsarist empire proved in practice to be 
only a cover to conceal the Red Army's occupation of the territories of these 
peoples, who by this time had succeeded .in setting up their own independent 
national states (the Ukraine, Belorussia, the Crimea, Idel-Ural, Turkestan and 
the Caucasus). A Congress -of Moslem Representatives convened on Moscow's 
initiative in Baku in 1920 ratified some of the Soviet delegation's proposals for 
the struggle against the West, but categorically rejected the principles of the 
class struggle and Bolshevik protection.· Even the Turkey of Kemal Ataturk, 
which at that time was making considerable use of Soviet aid in the struggle 
against Greek -interventibn, would not permit the organization of a legal Turkish 
Communist Party. 

· This failure compelled the Kremlin to alter its tactics and to set about the 
organization in these countries of underground Communist parties, which were 
to carry out underground activity in favor of the Soviet Union in accordance 
with the general Comintern line thro~ghout the world. A "Communist Univer
sity of the Workers of the East" (KUTV) was founded in Moscow in 1921. This 
began to train Communist cadres capable of using Bolshevik methods both legally 
in the open a·nd in underground movements. A research institute, which published 
a magazine called Revolyutsionny Vostok · (The Revolutionary East), was then 
organized in the university. Later, the work of the Eastern Institute of the Acad
emy of Sciences of the USSR and of the faculties for eastern studies of the 
Central Asian and Leningrad universities in the study of thJe East and the train
ing of cadres for diplomatic and underground .work was stepped up. 

However, .the following years did not bring the Kremlin success in its policy 
of turning the Moslem peoples of the USSR into a weapon for Soviet penetration 
of the non-Soviet East. The period of so-called "Socialist Construction" in the 
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USSR (1924-40) was marked by bloody events, which saw the deaths of millions 
of Soviet citizens, including the Moslems of the Crimea, !del-Ural, the Caucasus 
and Turke~tan, whose stubborn resistance to the Kremlin's measures was crushed 
by the Soviet Army. Thousands of mosques and religious schools were closed, the 
clergy subjected to repressive measures, and its traditional link with the external 
Moslem world broken since pilgrimages to Mecca and Medina were forbidden. 
During the years of the,Yezhov.Purges (1937-38), the national intelligentsias, 
including the National Communists, were purged for endeavoring to preserve 
some of the national features of their peoples and the fundamental rights once 
promised them _by Lenin. Finally, during World War II, the peoples of the 
Crimea and the Northern Caucasus (the Chechens, Ingushes, Balkars and 
Karachai), the Volga Germans and Kalmyks were accused of betraying the Com
munist regime and deported wholesale to Siberia and Central Asia. 

By way of contrast, changes of a different nature took place in the non
Soviet areas of the East. From 1946 onwards, many colonial and subject coun
tries began to obtain genuine freedom from Western colonialism and to form their 
own independent sovereign states. Since the war, the following states have 
appeared under the protection of the United Nations: India, Pakistan, Ceylon, 
Burma, Indonesia, Lebanon, the Philippines and others in Asia: Morocco, 

. Tunisia, Sudan, Libya, Ghana and Guinea in Africa. Of course, this is not enough 
to put an end to colonialism in the free world forever, but what is important is 
that states achieved freedom mainly by peaceful me<1;ns and mainly without 
Communist revolutions, contrary to the dogmas of Marxism-Leninism. 

One might think that after the failure of the Kremlin's practice and theory 
in the nationality question, its double-faced gap1e as protector of liberation move
ments everywhere and national movements. in particular would be at an end, 
and that world opinion, as expressed through the United Nations Organization, 
would condemn the Soviet government's crimes committed against its subject 
peop1es. One might think that the free world, and in particular the Western 
democracies, would do ·its utmost, while doing away with colonialism, to aid the 
technically, underdeveloped countries of the East in every way possible, thus 
creating the basis for firm friendship and mutual trust between the West and the 
non-Communist East. Quite the reverse. On the one hand, some Western powers 
have been attractedby conferences aimed at establishing a ccspirit of friendship" 
with the Kremlin (ccthe spirit of Geneva") and, on the other, have begun to put 
pressure on the Eastern states for economic privileges (oil concessions in Iran, the 
Suez Canal in Egypt, the unpopular war in Algeria, and so on). The result has 
been serious political cOJ;nplications (the Suez Campaign of 1956). This is just 
what the Kremlin needed in order to spread its influence in the East. 

Leaving aside well-known facts concerning the USSR's full-scale diplomat
ic, economic and other activities in the East, let us see how the Kremlin has 
used the Moslem peoples of the USSR in its underground activities. In 1955, the 
activities of the muftis, who are Soviet puppets, were revived in Tashkent 
(Uzbekistan), Ufa (!del-Ural) and Buinaksk (Northern Caucasus). Little use 
had been made of the muftis until then, although they had been appointed 
during the war. In April 1955, for example, the Central Asian Mufti !shan 
Babakhan prayed over the radio that God would. ccgive neyr strength to the Mos-
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lems of Syria and other Arab countries who were decisively opposing the imper
ialists' criminal plans'~ (Radio Moscow, April 2, 1955). In 1946, M0scow began 
to send pilgrims to Me1;ca and Medina, about 18-28 per year, as opposed to the 
tens of thousands prior to 1917. 

The Soviet government is increasing propaganda among the old Caucasian 
emigres, particularly among the Armenians and Circassians in Syria, Jordan and 
Egypt, asserting that independent and sovereign national states have been revived 
and are developing under Soviet rule in the Cau~asus. Similar propaganda is 
b'eing stepped up about Azerbaidzhan and the pseudo-republics of Soviet Turke
stan. The Soviets are beginning to organize all sorts of societies for mutual con-

. tacts and the exchange of cultural and other delegations between the USSR and 
the countries of the Near East. In 1956, for example, a delegation of Soviet 
cinema officials which visited Syria was headed by Kurbanov, a Minister of the 
Azerbaidzhan SSR, while a group of Armenian and Uzbek artistes was headed 
by Shashanyan, Minister of Culture of the Armenian SSR. 

Noteworthy, too, was Moscow's unsuccessful attempt to use the Bandung 
Conference in 1955 as a platform for propaganda. The Kremlin did not send a 
delegation, but restricted itself to a telegram of greetings in the name of the 
supreme soviets of the five Central Asian republics - the Kazakh, Turkmen, 
Tadzhik, Uzbek and Kirghiz - .trying to present them as independent sovereign 
Asian states. This ruse was intended to strengthen the insl';cure position of the 
Chinese representative Chou En-lai, who endeavored to turn the conference into 
a forum for anti-Western Communist propaganda. Chou actually appealed to 
the Afro-Asian delegates to follow the examples of the USSR and China, who 
had overthrown the capitalists and put an end to imperialist predominance. 

However, the representatives of a number of countries, particularly Turkey, 
Iraq, Ceylon and the Philippines, rejected this appeal, stating that a new form of 
imperialism and colonialism had recently appeared - that is to say, Soviet Com
munism, which was more dangerous to the peoples of the East than anything else 
to date. As the Iraqi delegate put it, under the old colonialism it was nevertheless 
possible to hear the groans of the enslaved peoples, while .under Soviet rule even 
manifestations of feeble protest are stifled. The Ceylonese delegate pointed to 
examples of Soviet colonialism in 'Eastern Europe and tabled a motion on the 
setting up of a special commission to "study the problem of colonization behind 
the Iron Curtain." 

This success of the anti-Communist group at the Bandung Conference was 
partially explained by the circumstance that the representatives of the Turkmen, 
Azerbaidzhan, North Caucasian, Idel-Ural, Crimean and Kalmyk emigre orga
nizations had given timely information to the conference delegates and the press 
as to the actual position of their peoples under the yoke of Soviet colonialism. 
These documents met with considerable response in the press of almost all the 
Eastern countries. One Indonesian newspaper wrote as follows: 

. .' .-Soviet imperialism has enveloped the following nationalities in Asia: 
' the Turkinen; Azerbaidzhan, Georgian, Armenian, North Caucasian, 
Kalmyk and Crimean (News' Bulletin, Indonesian Press Bureau, Jakarta, 
March 16, 1955). · 
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The lessons of the Bandung Conference and the increased discontent with 
the regime .after Stalin's death both inside the USSR and among the satellites 
could not but affect the Soviet government's nationality policy. In this. respect, 
the following measures, aimed at creating a semblance ()f restoration of those 
rights of the Moslem and non-Russian peoples of the USSR which Stalin had 
violated, are worthy of note: . . 

1) Khrushchev's acknowledget;nent at the 195~ secret session of the Twen
tieth Party Congress of "violations" of the principles of the Party's nationality 
policy allegedly permitted by Stalin alone; the rehabilitation of the Balkars, 
Chechens, Ingushes, Karachai and Kalmyks deported in 1934-44 (the fate of 
the Volga Germans and Crimean Tatars is still unknown) and the restoration of 
the autonomous republics and oblasts abolished ·as a result of this measure 
(Izvestia, February 12, 1957); 

2) The inaug·uration of a new concept of the progressive nature of the 
Caucasian and Turkestan national liberation struggle against tsarist colonialism; 
earlier it had been considered a "reactionary phenomenon" in Soviet historiog
raphy (from 1950 onwards); 

3) Increased _emphasis on Eastern studies as a weapon in Moscow's political _ 
aims: (a) a broad study of the so-called "achievements" of the national republics 
of the Soviet East, (b) a Marxist-Leninist interpretation of the crushing of 
Western colonialism and the achievements of the national liberation movements 
in the countries of' the non-Soviet East under the influence of the October Revo
lution, and (c) the training of new cadres for diplomatic and undergroynd work 
in the non~Soviet East. 

Here the fact must be stressed-that present S_oviet easter~ studi;s and train
ing of new cadres have taken on unprecedented dimensions. Not only his the 
work of the faculties for eastern studies of the universities and specialized facul
ties of the Academy of Sciences of the USSR been extended, but new institutes for 
orientology have been founded in Tashkent, Tbilisi, Erevan and Baku. The · 
teaching of Chinese, Ko~ean, Hindi, Urdu, Persian, Turkish, Arabic and some . 
African languages has been introduced into some Tashkent, Samarkand, Moscow,. 
Baku and Kiev secondary schools as a means of preparing pupils for admission'. 
into these facuJties and institutes. Specialists from the. Communist-bloc eastern 
countries and from countries cooperating with the USSR (Syria, Egypt; and so 
on) are invited by way of cultural exchange to teach in secondary and · high 
schools. ' , ' 

A general plan compiled by the Acad~my of Sciences of the USSR allots 
to each institute for eastern studies the study of problems connected with a partic
ular group of eastern countries. For example, research on problems concerning 
a number of Near and Middle Eastern Moslem countries is now: eoncentrated in 
the Azerbaidzhan Institute, which has four departments: Arab countries, Iran, 
Turkey and the publication of texts and source mate.rials. The Institute 'plan for 
1959-65 envisages the study of the following themes: (a)- the crisjs and dissolu
tion of the colonial system; (b) the workers' inovemenJ in the countries gf the 
Near and Middle East; (c) the genesis and development of feudal relations 
in the East. The departments for the study of the Arab countries, Inin and 
Turkey are to study in detail the history, economics, language, liter~ture, 

24 



'-

philosophy and epigraphy of these countries, paying pa~ticular attention to 
problems of modem and contemporary history. The subjects being studied by 
Azerbaidzhan scholars include the Iranian industry and working class, its 
agrarian movement since World War II, the development of democratic 
thought under the "influence of the ideas of the Great October Revolution," and 
so on . . A prominent place in the Institute~ s work is taken up by the compilation 
of dictionaries: Persian-Azerbaidzhan, Azerbaidzhan-Arabic, Kurd-Azer-
baidzhan, Azerbaidzhan-Kurd. 1 

An important role is played by conferences and congresses devoted to prob
lems of the history, ·culture and literature of the East among the various 
tp.easures aimed at using the Soviet eastern republics as a means of spreading 
Communist influence throughout Asia and Africa. Examples are the Tashkent 
Conference of Soviet Orientologists in June 1957 and the Conference of Afro
Asian Writers .in October 1958. The agenda of the fo,rmer, which was attended 
by Soviet and satellite orientologists, contained more than one hundred reports, 
but they were· all without exception devoted to the propagation of the "achieve
ments" of Soviet nationality policy and the friendly policy of the USSR an'd the 
whole Communist camp, toward the countries of the East. An enumeration of 
the titles of the reports will speak for itself. The Turkmen representatives read, 
for example, such reports as: "The Role of the Great Russian People in the 
Historical Fate of the Peoples of Asia"; "Uzbek 'Historical and Econoinic Links 
with Russia in the XIX and at the Beginning of the XX Century"; "The Great 
October Revolution and the Development of Learning in Azerbaidzhan"; "The 
Development. of the Soviet Socialist State Formation in Uzbekistan"; and so on. 
The reports read by representatives of Moscow academic organizations had 
slightly broaaer themes: "The State and the Tasks of Soviet Eastern Studies in 
the Light of the Decisions of the Twentieth Party Congress"; "The Dissolution 
of the Colonial S,ystem of Imperialism"; "The Struggle of the Peoples of the 
Arab Countries for Unity"; "The National Liberation Struggle of the Peoples 
of South-East Asia"; an'd so on. One of the main speakers at the conference, B. · 
Gafurov, director of the Institute for Eastern Studies of the Academy of Sciences 
of the USSR, did not conceal at a press conference the fact that the conference 
was P.Ursuing political aims only: . 

. . . the task of the All-Union Conference of Orientologists consists in the 
joint working out of measures for the fastest possible fulfillment of the 
tasks set orientologists by the historic congress of the Soviet Communist 
Party. 

According to the Soviet press, the Conference of Afro-Asian Writj!rs was 
attended by more than 185 foreign delegates, more' than 160 guests from the 
satellites, and by :representatives from the Soviet national republics and oblasts. 

Although the agenda included problems connected with the literature of 
.the Afro-Asian peoples, the Soviet press made it clear that the conference organ
izers and participants- Communist and pro-Soviet elements -were interested 
only in political questions. Although there was frequent reference to the "spirit 
of Bandtmg" and talk of increased friendship and mutual understanding between 
Afro-Asian writers, the conference's 'aim was to use Eastern writers as weapons 
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of Soviet policy. The reports read_ by the Soviet representatives and the very 
conference setting - it had been prepared for more th;:m two years, the decision 
~o convene {t having been taken in 1956 - were aimed at; convincing the dele-
gates that: . 

1) The USSR , is a co;untry w:here social justice ;;tnd national equality 
among peoples exist; 

2) The Soviet Union is the best friend of t;he Afro-Asian peoples; 
3) The East's backwardness is a r-esult of the West's imperialistic policy; 
4) 4 The only salvation -from, colonialism is for the peoples of the -East to 

unite and combat the $0:-(:alled imperialists, "for peace and democracy." 
The, writ~rs .of Co_mmuhist China, North. Viet~Nam and North :((orea, a_s 

·~ell ·as pro-Comm:upis~ ;;tnd pr:o~Sovi_et· Jit;erary figw;~s from -the non-Soviet East 
who claimed to ".exp.ress .the tel1ascent spirit of on'e-and-a-:half billion people," 
assured -their Sqviet masters that they would not rest until the peoples of the two 
great continents, Asi;a and Africa, were joined in a struggle against Western 
imperialism. 

The conferenc-e approved . a lengthy appeal to writers throughout the 
world, cillling on them 

... to raise their voice against alL evil, inflicted both on individuals and 
on' whole peopies, again~t injustice, colonialism and exploitation .. . (Lite
raturnaya gazeta, October 14, 1958). 

Such statements are ridiculous, if only because they were written in a coun
try where the Party clique has deprived not only individuals but also entire 
peoples of their fundamental rights, and where the regime is based on the inhu
man oppression and exploitation of the workers. It is difficult to believe that 
the participants were unaware that over the last forty years the Soviet regime 
has sentenced many gifted representatives of the Ukrainian, Belorussian,' Jewish, 
Turkic, Georgian, Armenian and ~ther literatures for attempting to raise their 
voice . against the crimes being committed by the Communist dictatorship, both 
against individuals and against whole peoples. An obvious example of how the 
Soviet Communist leaders treat freedom of creation is furnished by the present 
tragedy of Boris Pasternak. , . . 

The conference decided to set up a Permanent Bureau of Afro-Asian 
Writers, which is to comprise representatives from Ghana, Indonesia, the Came
roons, China, the United Arab Republic, Sudan, Ceylon and Japan. Its center is 
to be in Ceylon. It was also considered desirable that two further regional cen
ters be set up in Asia and Africa, and national committees in each indivi
dualcountry. Theneworganization is also to have its own organ and a publishing 

·house. 
There can be no doubt that the Soviet government will stop at nothing in 

order to use this new organization for its own ends. It is an extremely well 
Ca!Jlouflaged form of enrolling the broad circles of the intelligentsia in the non
Soviet. East, which is not yet acquainted with the essence and designs of Soviet 
po;lic_y, to work for Communism.: 
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V. Zunnun and M. Tachmurat 

The first conference of Afro-Asian writers in the history of the Eastern 
peoples took place in October 1958 in one of the ancient cities of Turkestan -
Tashkent. A number of political speeches were pronounced at this conference, and 
almost all the speakers - representatives of the Afro-Asian countries -
condemned colonialism. They were jdined by the entire Communist propaganda 
machine, led by Khrushchev himself as head of the greatest and most dangerous 
colonial power of our time - the USSR. 

In addition to delegates from countries which had already achieved their 
independence, the conference was attended by writers from nations still experienc-
ing colonial oppression. One of these countries is Turkestan. --

Owing to · its geographical position ·and natural wealth, Turkestan has 
always attracted the attention of Russian 'colonists. "Asia," said Peter the Great, 
"is Russia's future and therefor,e must be conquered." In somewhat similar 
terms, though more clearly expressed, the same thought was enunciated by Count 
Nesselrode, Russian foreign· minister, who observed in 1816: "Until such time as 
Central Asia is in our hands, we cannot think of conquering the whole of Asia." 

No sooner said than done. Peter's troops conquered Turkest9-n, which 
remained an appanage of the Romanov empire. The October Revolution over
threw the Romanovs, but the Bolshevik leaders continued their policy of absol
utism. 

On one occasion, Stalin stated: 
Owing to its geographical position, Turkestan is the bridge uniting 

socialist Russia with the oppressed countries of, the East ... In view of 
this, the consolidation of Soviet rule in Turkestan ·can become of the 
greatest revolutionary significance for the whole of the East. 

Again, no sooner said than done. The Bolshevik conquerors, having, with 
the help of Red Army bayonets, liquidated the national-democratic governments 
of Kokand and Alash-Ordy, which had been created hy the will of the Turkestan 
nation, established Soviet rule. The Bolsheviks seized Turkestan with the help of 
the same deceitful promises of "liberty and independence" which they now 
shower on the other nations of Asia and Africa that still enjoy freedom. That 
they proceed 'tO destroy liberty and independence as soon as they seize power is 
shown by the history of the Khanates of Khiva and Bokhara from 1920 _to 1~24. 

Before proceeding further, a few words on the theoretical posits of Bolshevik 
leaders on the question of the n-ationalities · and self-determination both before 
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and after the October Revolution would not be out of place. "The self-determi
nation of nations," wrote Lenin in April 1914, "means their political separation 
from ethnically foreign groups and the formation ·of an independent n~tional 
state." In 1917, at the fractional -conference of the Bolsheviks, Stalin decisively 
stated: "The oppressed nationalities forming part of Russia must be given the 
right to decide for themselves . the question of whether they wish to remain 
members of the Russ_ian state or separate themselves into independent states." 

This same conference adopted the following resolution: "The right of every 
nationality forming part of Russia to voluntary separation and formation of an 
independent state must .be recognized. The denial of such a right, the failure to 
adopt appropriate measures guar~nteeing its practical realization, is equivalent to 
supporting a policy of conquest and annexation." 

Even after seizing power., the Bolsheviks continued to be prolific with 
decrees and proClamations confirming the right of the supjugated peoples of 
Russia to separate and form independent states. They went even further: in a 
special ·"Proclamation of the Council of People's Commissars to all Muslim 
workers of Russia and the East," the Soviet government urged: "Do not, there
fore, lose time; throw out [the ·representatives of] those who, centuries ago, 
seized your lands! Do not allow them any longer to plunder your homesteads! 
You must be your own masters! You must organize your life in your own way." 

On November 15, 1917, the Council of People's Commissars confirmed the 
Declaration of Rights of the Peoples of Russia, the first legislative act of the 
·Soviet government in the sphere of nationality policy. We shall proceed to 
examine the essential points of this declaration, its historical background and 
finally its practical application. 

The four points of the Declaration-proclaimed (1) the parity and sovereignty 
of all nationalities composing the Russian state; (2) the right of all nationalities 
to self-determination to t,he poirit of sec~ssion and the formation of independent 
states; (3) the cancellation of .all national privileges and limitations; and (4) 
freedom of development for all national minorities and ethnic groups inhabiting 
Russian territory. ~ 

The foundation of Soviet rule in Turkestan, established after crushing the 
pro1onged and desperate resistance of the . population, lies upon the dirt of 
Bolshevik lies mixed with the blood of the p~ople. One such lie was repeated by 
Khrushchev in his interview with William Randolph ·Hearst, jr.: "The Soviet 
Union has never resorted and is not resorting now to force Of arms against any 
other country in order ' to force upon the popl,llation of that country its own 
ideology or its own system. Such a step would run counter to the very essence of 
Marxism-Leninism." 

How does this statement measure up against the forcible liquidation of the 
national-democratic governments of Turkestan, the conquest, of Turkestani 
territory by Soviet armed forces and the establishment there of Sovi.et rule 
against the will of the population? It is an historical · fact that the Fourth 

/ Extraordinary Turkestan Congress, assembled in Kokand, proclaimed on Decem
ber 10, 1917, the autonomy of Turkestan. On that day, the best representatives 
of the Turkestani people openly proclaimed their decision not to recognize 
Soviet rule in Tashkent and to continue the struggle for democratic ideals. 
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The entire population of Turkestan joyfully welcomed this event, and even 
in Bolshevik-held· Tashkent a massive demonstration in favor of the Kokand 
decision took place on the 13th of the same month. In the event, the Bolsheviks 
themselves were forced at first to welcome the Kokand autonomy. However, a 
meeting of the Turkestan Constituent Assembly, provided for in the decisions of 
the Fourth Extraordinary Congress, was due on March 20, 1918, and the 
Bolsheviks feared this moment. They well knew that the Kokand Autonomy 
was not a local movemel).t limited to Kokand or Fergana, but one which extended 
throughout Turkestan and which was supported by all sections of the popula
tion,. They also kriew that the movement was concerned with the realization not 
of Bolshevik theories but of national-democratic ideals. On direct orders from 
Moscow, it was therefore decided to drown the Turkestan national-democratic 
movement in a sea of blood. On February 12, 1918, the Turkestan government 
in Kokand was presented with an ultimatum demanding the recognition of 
Bolshevik rule as the legitimate government of Turkestan; the transfer of such 
powers as the Kokand government still possessed to the Soviet authorities; and 
the surrender to the Bolsheviks of the president of the Kokand Autonomy, 
Mustafa Chokai-Ogly. Although the Autonomous Government had not a single 
soldier to protect it, the ultimatum was nevertheless refused. 

Thereupon the Bolsheviks used force. Units of the Red Army approached 
Kokand and opened artill~ry fire. The town stood in flames and the government 
was obliged to flee. Tlie fall of the autonomous government was th~ signal for a 
stubborn uprising of the national resistance forces, known as the "Basmach 
movement." Armed units under their heroic leaders, Madami-Beg, Shermant-Beg, 
Enver Pasha, Ibrahim-B'eg and others, fought against the Soviet invaders until 
1924. But this mqvement, too, was drowned in blood. The "Turkic Committee," 
formed in Moscow under the leadership of Frunze, Kuibyshev and Kaganovich, 
arrived in Turkestan and with the help of punitive detachments and large 
military units .carried out mass arrests, executions and deportations. After this 
the Committee began to sovietize Turkestan. 

With this object in. view,, the Bolsheviks, following the classic principle 
diJide et impera, introduced the policy known as "national state demarcation," 
dismembering the whole of Turkestan into . the Uzbek, Turkmen, ·Tadzhik, 
Kirghiz and Kazakh Soviet Socialist Republics. In this way, they hoped to 
create artificially a number of snialler nations. out of the peoples of Turkestan, 
who had up to then possessed a common history, culture, religion and traditions. 
Later, in 1931, .in order to promote their policy of Russifying tqe political and 
cultural life of Turkestan and to drive a wedge between Turkestan and the 
neighboring Moslem countries, the Arabic script was replaced by the Latin 
alphabet, and this in its turn by the Cyrillic in 1940. These orders from Moscow 
were carried out against the will of the people of Turkestan. · 

Under Soviet rule, Turkestan underwent many hardships, which have left 
bitter memories amongst the population. One of these was the introduction of 
forcible 'collectivization. This measure,- carried out in accordance with the 
dec;isions of the Fiftee.nth .All-:Unif>.n-~rcy-E:orrgress "in the fall of 1929, not only 
destroyed· the peasant economy; it was also a tragedy for the entire peasantry 
and fo~ the people as a whole. By tbfs policy directed against the people, the 
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Communist dictatorship deprived the peasants of their land, destroyed private 
property and with it the individual initiative of the farmers. This campaign of 
collectivization and the liquidation of the "kulaks" as a class caused the deaths 
of millions of inhabitants. The graves of its victims are strewn not only over .the 
steppes of Turkestan but in the Northern Tundra, in the Siberian Taiga, the 
Ukraine, along the Kuban and the Don - in fact, over the whole of the USSR. 
Their totalapproaches two million. 

The liquidation of the prosperous farmers, ·the so-called "kulaks," was 
accompanied by an attack on the Muslim priesthood, which was accused of being 
reactionary. In the eyes of the Bolsheviks, all members of the priesthood repre
sented an "anti-state element" whom they either deported or killed outright. 
Mosques and other places of worship were pulled down or converted into 
"Lenin centers," clubs, etc. 

The leadership of the All-Union Party Central Committee then turned their 
atteniion to those national forces of the Turkestani people which were still 
offering resistance - forces which had arisen since the Bolshevik: conquest. The 
majority of these new fighters for national freedom belonged to the generation 
which had grown up or matured in the atmosphere of awakenirtg national self- · 
consciousness and independent thouglit initiated by the fall of the tsarist regime 
and not entirely 'suppressed by •the Soviet dictatorship. Some of them, in fact, 
belortged to the highest local Party hierarchy, which ·at times refused to see eye 
to eye with the regime. Thus the leader of the underground organization "Milli 
Istiqlal" (National Independence) was none other than Akmal Ikram, for many 
years First Secretary of the · Uzbekistan Party Central Committee, while the 
chairman of the Council of People's Commissars of the same republic, Faizullah
Hodja, headed the underground organization "Milli Ittifaq" (National Unity) . 
Both leaders were executed in Moscow in 1938. ' 

·Later, Moscow organized purges in a further effort to suppress the persistent 
national resistance in Turkestan. Particularly notorious are the purges of 1936-
}8, the most widespread since . the establishment of Soviet rule in Turkestan. 
These showed the true face of Bolshevism, whic:P the people of Turkestan will 
never forget, no matter under what mask it tries to hide itself. 

The representatives of the Soviet regime promised the p~ople of Turkestan 
freedom: instead, they brought them slavery. They promised them the flowering 
of their national culture: instead, they desecrated and destroyed those cultural 
values so painstakingly built up by their ance.stors over centuries. They have 
distorted the historical facts which speak of the great past of the Turkestani 
people. 

The Bolsheviks promised the people of Turkestan their rights and their 
freedom, but these promises, too, proved to be just empty words. · Instead of 
freedom and right, they brought terror and oppression, which destroyed the 
flower of the nation who had fought against the totalitarian system for freedom 
and democracy. 

Such is the· tragedy of Turkestan and of its twenty-million-strong Muslim 
population. Such is the true face of the Soviet imperialists. 



Vladimir Bartnik 

After the mutual greetings on the banks of the Elbe between the Allied and 
Communist armies in the spring of 1945 had died away, the period which many 
in the West hoped would be the beginning of a peaceful and happy life did not 
last long. Quite the reverse. Moscow did not keep its real intentions ~oncealed 
for long. The Berlin Blockade, Korea, Indo-China, Syria, Hungary, Quemoy and 
Berlin again were all clear manifestations of its policy. This rapid series of 
events within a very short period put an end to any lingering hopes of a lasting 
peace and revealed that the West had not yet completely succeeded in organizing 
its defenses against attempts by Moscow to implement its plans for annexation. 
Proof of this is both the Kremlin's increasing aggressiveness and the all-too
obvious confusion of Western political circles. One of the most important factors 
in the struggle against the Kremlin's imperialism, which could well prove to be 
a most valuable weapon in the free world's arsenal, is the political emigration. 
The real importance. of this emigration is only too well realized by the 
Bolsheviks, but unfortunately not by the West. 

Believing the political emigration to be a dangerous enemy, M~scow does 
everything possible to belittle its importance in the eyes of Western political 
circles and the Soviet population, not hesitating to stoop to extremely dishonest 
methods. The press inside the USSR makes, of course, very little mention of the 
emigration, and if so, then very circumspectly and carefully, since this could 
turn out to be propaganda in favor of those who have chosen freedom. In 1955, 
the Kremlin organized in East Berlin the so-called "Committee for the Return 
to the Homeland" to wage the campaign against the emigration. It immediately 
began to publish newspapers in the languages of the various national groups 
abroad and to broadcast regularly to them. 

While mocking the numerous peoples inside the USSR, deporting them in 
thousands, destroying small nations completely, scattering countless Ukrainians, 
Belorussians, Caucasians, Turkestanis, Cossacks and others throughout the enor
mous areas of Siberia, the Bolsheviks have adopted a sentimental tone toward 
the emigres in their newspaper. Patriotic tales, touching verse and specially 
selected photographs of the USSR are printed. But, being only too well acquain
ted with Soviet life, the emigres are not returning. Evidently, Moscow itself did 
not expect remarkable results from the Committee. In September 1955, the 
Supreme Soviet of the, USSR issued an amnesty in the hope of improving the 
situation, but this, too, was unsuccessful: very few returned. There was .no 
other rt?ethod left save provocation and attempts to compromise the emigration. 
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Finally, on December 25, .1958, the Supreme Soviet of the USSR passed a 
number of laws, of which one is concerned with "criminal responsibility for state 
crimes." According to Paragraph 1 of this law, those refusing to return from 
abroad to the USSR are liable to confiscation of their 'property and imprisonment 
for 10~15 years or death. 

Meanwhile, the Soviet Committee in East Berlin has been very painstaking. 
Its agents "returning from emigration" make public appearances for it. It organ
izes fictitious emigre organizations such as "Sokol," "Dnipro," "Burevestnik" 
and "Volny Krug-Kazaki do Domu." These underground cells are busy pre
paring leaflets inviting the emigres home, slandering leading emigre circles in a 
shameless manner, and at the same time printing and distributing in the name of 
these very groups leaflets in which they appeal to the emigres to return to the 
"socialist homeland." The author of this article, for example, has received one 
such leaflet supposedly sent by his colleagues. Sometimes agents visit the homes 
of emigres, or make telephone calls or send telegrams of a provocational· 
nature. At one time the Committee gave particular attention to the Cossacks, 
distributing large amounts of literature purporting to come from the editors of 
Kazachy vestnik. Not until the Cossacks had complained to the Munich 
authorities about such provocation did the Bolsheviks put an end to this 
particular campaign and close down their Cossack circle. This is all the work of 
a state whose representatives attend the various international conferences along ' 
with those from the rest of the world. 

The policy of slandering and attacking leading emigre figures is a clear 
indication of the Kremlin's concern at the very existence of a political emig~a
tion in the free world. Moscow is well aware that the emigration brings with it' 
the idea of the freedom of enslaved peoples, that is, that it has carefully 
preserved the aim of independence and freedom in the hope of a future anti
Communist revolution, when the millions groaning under the Bolshevik yoke 
will overthrow the hated regime and achieve the ideal of , freedom. The 
Bolsheviks are also well aware of the potential strength of the emigration 
and of its significance in the struggle against Soviet imperialism, and are 
afraid - afraid that political circles in the West 'will suddenly realize a fact 
which has long been evident to the Communists and will interest themselves 
in and give active support to this emigration. Hence the Kremlin's attempts to 
split, compromise and neutralize the emigres in this struggle, which is fraught 
with danger primarily for the Communist regime in the USSR. The Communists 
are also well aware that the national emigre centers are an expression of the idea 
of freedom and independence, are a voice constantly informing the West that the 
national forces are active arid that they, oh ly they, can prove the decisive factor 
in the "final and decisive battle," tipping the scales in' favor of those who are 
against enslavement and atheism and for independence and genuine democracy. 

Beside newspapers and radio broadcasts, Berlin constantly issues special 
pamphlets on emigre political figures and organizations for domestic consump
tion. One ex~mple ,is a pamphlet in Ukrainian, "With or Against the People," in 
which an attempt to arouse yearning for the homeland goes hand in hand with 
the -slandering of political figures in the Ukrainian emigration. It presents their 
work as "anti-popular" and them themselves as the "agents of capital," striving 
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to destroy the "state independence gained by the peoples of the USSR." The 
Kremlin tries to prove that it and it alone has given the peoples of the USSR 
freedom, a much greater degree of freedom than could be expected from the 
work of the emigres - these "agents of capitalists and colonizers." 

When the _Belorussian emigration w.as' preparing to celebrate · the fortieth 
anniversary of the declaration of the independence of the Belorussian National 
Republic this year, the "Committee for the Return to the Homeland" began its 
attack as follows: 

Don't trust the Belorussian National Republic. Boycott the arrange
ments made by the leaders of the Belorussian National Republic to cele
brate the fortieth aniversary. No support for the betrayers of the home
land! 

After the celebrations, however, when the New York Times published an 
article on it, the Kremlin did not remain silent. The organ of the Belorussian · 
Party Central Committee, Sovetskaya Belorussiya, carried a long article in 
number 126/ 8219 for 1958 which revealed one thing only - that the Bolsheviks 
were extremely concerned at the emigres' activities in the free world .. 

These examples are enough to ' show the Kremlin's concern at the existence 
of the anti-Communist emigration, an emigration which is waging its struggle 
almost alone, without any help. Taking the Kremlin's concern, on the one hand, 
and its reserves of atomic bombs, on the other, it is very difficult to determine 
what most disturbs Moscow and what it most f~ars - the atomic bomb or the 
moral bomb. The Bolsheviks are in a position to answer atomic bomb with 
atomic bomb. They cannot answer with a moral bomb____: they do not have one. 
What are the Bolsheviks more afraid of - the stocks of atomic boil).bs in the 
West or the political emigration on the other side of the Iron Curtain? 

( 
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N. Arissian . 

The tone in which historical events connected with the Communist Move
ment have been presented , by Communist historians is well known. It is also 
well known that -during the brief "thaw" after Stalin's death, attempts were 
~\lade in thy Soviet' Union to restore freedom of expression, which ended in 
failure. 

The prevailing mood also found expression in Armenia, especiaUy in the 
field of social sciences, and a certain number of original works appeared. Gene
rally speaking, up to that time, the history of social movements in Armenia 
during the p<~,st fifty years, and even the history of the Armenian Communist 
Party, had been left untouched; now, many people turned their attention to 
these subjects. The Party press published controversial articles, and monographs -
and books containing documentary ma,terial also appeared, and it seemed, for a 
moment, that tpis tendency would develop. That, however, proved to be _an 
illusion, and stu<;lies, devoted to the political history of the past fifty y~ars began 
to decreqse in number considerably. Moreover, last August, the Soviet press 
began to attack certain Communist historians for the unorthodox character of a 
number of their publications. 

It was the Moscow periodical Voprosy istorii KPSS (Questions of the 
History of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union) which started the cam
paign by publishing a leading article in its issue No. 4 of 1958, entitled "For a 
Fundamental Study of the History of the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union" and severely criticizing a number of Armenian publications. The same 
issue also published a critical review entitled "Against Violations of Lenin's 
Principle of the Party Basis of Science," the authors of which (M. A. Zotov and 
G. N. Shanshiev) took up the offensive on a wider field. 

The authors of the article, after mentioning "the considerable amount of 
work" done by the Institute of Marxism-Leninism affiliated to the Central 
Committee of the Communist Party of the USSR and the Institute of Party 
History affiliated to the Central Committee of the Armenian Communist Party, 
pass on to the main subject and state: 
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Side by side with the positive work done in the Institute of Party 
History affiliated to the Central Committee of the Armenian Communist 
Party, there are also serious defects. In a number of publications there 
are fundamental errors and instances of an unconscientious use of docu-



ments, which lead to a breach of the principle of the Party basis of 
historical science. 

Lenin's principle of the militant Party basis in all · branches of know
ledge is a guiding principle in all historical research .... 

As opposed to bourgeois objectivism, which cynically declares its 
position in academic matters to be "above class considerations," Lenin's 
principle of the Party basis of knowledge demands a; class approach to 
the study and solution of all academic problems ... 

· Unfortunately, violations of Lenin's principle of a Party basis of 
knowledge are noticed in a number of books published by the Institute of 
History affiliated to the Central Committee of the Armenian Communist 
Party (pp. 170-71). , 

'The authors then deal with some of the books singly. Their first target is a 
681-page collection of documents published in Russian in 1957 and entitled 
Velikaya Oktyabrskaya sotsialisticheskaya revolyutsiya i pobeda Sovetskoi vlasti 
v Armenii (The Great October Socialist Revolution and the Victory of the 
Soviet Regime in Armenia); this is a joint publication of the Armenian Academy 
of Sciences, the Institute of History and the Archives Section of the Armenian 
Ministry of the Interior, and is edited by A. N. Mnatsa_kanian, A.M. Hakobian 
and Z. M. Tallakian. It may, incidentally, be mentioned that the Erevan monthly 
Leninian Oughiov, in iss~e No. 9 of 1958, also published an article attacking 
this book; this article by M. Arzoumanian was entitled "The Bitter Fruits of 
Irresponsibility," and blames the editors of the volume for having "exhibited 
political blindness and academic unconscientiousness"; the article also goes on to 

say, among other things, that the editors have "vulgarly disregarded Lenin's 
principle of the Party basis of history, falsified historical truth .and followed the 
path of bourgeois objectivism"; that "their selection and publication of Dashnak; 
Er-er and Menshevik documents have been made from a methodologically false 
position," that "they have· done nothing but render a· harmful service to Soviet 
readers"; and that they have "permitted themselves to make serious political 
mistakes;{' The authors of the article in the Moscow periodical, in their turn, 
blame the editors of the volume because "(or incomprehensible reasons they have 
not included a number of important Bolshevik documents," while they have 
"included a number of documents of Dashnak origin, which contain disgusting 
slanders against the revolutionary movement of the Armenian people and against 
the Bolshevik Party. The publication of these documents is a serious political 
mistake" (p. 171). Armenian Communist historians are thus attacked because, in 
publishing documentary material, they have shown a certain amount of broad
mindedness and objectivity. 

· The authors of the article of the Moscow periodical also find "mistakes of 
a fundamental nature" iri the footnotes appended to Stephan Shahoumian's 
Works, and especially in footnote No. 176 of t4e second volume, where a critical 
approach is made to the resolution adopted by the October 1915 meeting of 
Caucasian Bolsheviks, which intentionally presented a false picture of the 
disastrous events in Western Armenia and of the role of the Armenian Revolu
tionary Federation (Dashnak Pa~ty). In this connection, the authors of ·the 
article write: "By passing in complete silence over the role of the Dashnaks, 
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footnote No. 176 has actually weakened the effect of the officially formulated 
attitude of the Party toward the Dashnak organization" (p. 172). · 

G. B. Gharibchanian's book, Hayastani Kommunistakan Kazmakerpoutun
nere Sovetakan Ishkhanoutian Haghtanaki Hamar Mghvadz Paykaroum (The 
Communist Organizations of Armenia in the Struggle for the Victory of the 
Soviet Regime), Erevan, 1955, is also severely criticized. The leading article of 
the same periodical also refers to this book and states that it 

.... does not give a profound analysis of the peculiarities and special 
nature of the struggle to establish the Soviet regime in Armenia; there is 
no analysis of the struggle of Communist organizations for the masses, 
an appreciable portion of whom were for a long time under the influence 
of the Dashnaks .... The book does not give an analysis of the mistakes 
and failures of various Party organs and leaders ... (p. 173). 

The authors of the article pay particular attention to the question of the 
overestimation of the activities of Bagrat Gharibchanian, who became a Com
munist toward the end of his life and who was probably the father of the author 
of the book. By means of extracts •from artic;les written by Bagrat Gharibchanian, 
they show that he had, for a long time, shown Menshevik tendencies in outlook, 
as, for instance, in his attitude toward the Provisional Government, his oppo
sition to Lenin's agrarian plans and his refusal to follow Lenin's principles in 
the nationalities question. In short, they find that in the book under review as 
well as in A. Melkonian's biographical monograph, "many events in Bagrat 
Gharibchanian's life have been defectively described, while others have been 
deliberately falsified, with the intention of exaggerating the importance of his 
role" (p. 174), a11d he has been presented" as an "exempla~y Marxist," a "profes
sional revolutionary," etc. Deliberate ana intentional falsifications are, of course, 
common and customary practices in Communist "historical science"; and it can
not be otherwise under a regime where free thopght . and free speech are 
considered as unspeakable and unforgivable crimes. 

The authors, however, direct their most violent attacks against Aramayis 
Mna.tsakanian, a former director of the Armenian Institute ofMarxism-Leninism, 
because on various occasions he expressed favorable opinions regarding a number 
of non-Communist but socialist, labor and revolutionary Armenian ·organiza
tions, such as the Armenian Social-Democrat Hnchakian Party, the Armenian 
Social-Democrat Labor Organization and the Armenian Revolutionary Labor 
Union. They write: 
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The incorrect, anti-Marxist views of A. N. Mnatsakanian, former 
director of the Armenian branch of the Institute of Marxism-Leninism 
affiliated to the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union, regarding the petty bourgeois, nationalist parties "Hnchak" and 
the Armenian Social-Democrat Labor Organization have, in general, had 
a negative effect Oll'--the activities of the Institute. In his artl:cles published 
in the press and in his speeches, Comrade Mnatsakanian ha~ introduced 
revisions into the B?lshevik attitude toward these organizations (p. 175). 

They then proceed to "unmask" Mnatsakanian's opinions: 
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A. Mnatsakanian's mistaken views mean a retreat from the positions 
of Marxism-Leninism. They actually create grounds for the revision of 
Marxist principles regarding the appraisal of nationalism, and lead to the 
reestablishment of the prestige of nationalist movements. 

In the Nineteenth Congress of the Armenian Communist Party 
(January 1958), the Report of the Central Committee categorically con
demned these attempts at revising certain principles -based on the teachings 
of Marxism-Leninism regarding the appraisal of a number of political 
parties and organizations. · 
... A. Mnatsakanian actually revises and criticizes the policy of the 
Bolsheviks in the "Armenian Question." He asserts that the conception 
according to which the proletariat in the Caucasus should have extended 
its struggle only against the tsarist regime and not waste its efforts on an 
"Armenian revolution" was "void of all academic basis and from the 
political point of view had nothing but detrimental results" (p. 176). 

The authors of the article blaine Mnatsakanian also for the views expressed 
by him in his book entitled Alexander Miasnikian. All this goes to show that in 
certain instances, by disregarding compulsory partiality as far as possible, Mnat
sakanian has not exhibited "academic unconscientiousness." For this he was 
dismissed from his post, deprived of the right of public expression and made a 
target for ruthless attacks in the Moscow Press. 

The authors of the article conclude their accusations as follows: 

All the above-mentioned mistakes an<~ defects in the publications of 
the Armenian branch of the Institute of Marxism-Leninism affiliated to 
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union are 
the outcome of the retreat of certain academic work((rs from Lenin's 
principle of the Party basis of . all branches of k!Jowledge, of their 
academic unconscientiousness an<:! their disregard of official documents 
(p. 177). 

Even these modest attempts of Armenian Communist historians to express 
their thoughts freely are today being severely attacked by the authorities. We 

' know that the views expressed by them represent only a slight proportion of the 
truth, but even this is being nipped in the bud, making the necessity of the free
dom of thought and speech an urgent one. But this is only possible in an ?-tmo
sphere of political freedom. 
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I. Maksimets 

On December 2, 1958, Pravda published an article by Secretary of the 
Central Committee of the Georgian Communist Party V. Mzhavanadze on the 
theses of the All-Union Party Central Committee and Council of Ministers on 
the reform of public education, which had been published in the same paper on 
November 16. 

These. theses deal, among other matters, with the extremely important 
question of the language of instruction in the compulsory eight-year primary 
schools of the non-Russian republics ,of the Soviet Union. As distinct from the 
schools of the RSFSR, where pupils study Russian and one foreign language, 
schools in the other Soviet republics teach one foreign language and, in addition, 
devote an equal number of hours to the instruction of Russian and the local 
language. The consequent overloading of pupils in these republics is recognized 
in the theses. In an article printed in Pravda on November 27, Minister of 
Education of the Armenian SSR Simonyan even expressed the opinion that 
pupils in the non-Russian Soviet republics lose one year in ten when compared 
with those in the RSFSR. The proper solution to this problem would appear to 
be to bring the schools of the non-Russian republics into line with those of the 
RSFSR by reducing the number of languages taught in them to two - the local 
language and one foreign language. In fa~t, however, the theses propose that 
parents in the non-Russian republics be given the choice of sending their children 
either to a Russian school, where the local language would not be obligatory, or 
to a school using the. local language as the medium of in_struction, where Russian 
would not be obligatory. At first sight, this seems a fair solution, but in fact it is 
not. In the first place, the theses state that Russian is "a powerful means of inter
national communication, of cementing the friendship of the peoples of the USSR 
and of introducing them to the treasurehouse of Russian and world culture." 
Thus, parents who choose a non-Russian school for their children risk being 
suspected of underm!ning the "friendship of the peoples of the USSR." In the 
second place, no one in the Soviet Union is permitted to argue in support of 
making Russian a voluntary subject in non-Russian schools: this would be 
regarded as "bourgeois nationalism." In this way, parents find themselves under 
the pressure of one-sided propaganda. In the third place, the pupils of non
Russian schools are the victims of discrimination. In all places of higher educa
tion, military academies and governmental institutions, Russian is the sole means 
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of communication, so that young people with a defective command of Russian 
risk ruining their careers. 

Finally, since Stalin established his dictatorship in the thirties, schools in the 
non-Russian Soviet republics have been subjected to a process of Russification. 
All that remains of their loca) character is the frame~ork - the language of 
instruction: the rest is imbued with the outlook of the central regime. In Georgia, 
for example, children are taught that the annexation of their country by tsarist 
Russia was a prog,ressive step, and that· the national hero of the peoples of the 
Northern Caucasus, Shamil, was a reactionary, becauke he resisted the annexa
tion of the Northern Caucasus by Russia. Thus, a genuinely national system of 
public ~ducation' 'in the· non-Russian republics of the USSR has long since 
v irtually ceased to exist, and the leadership of the All-Union Communist Party 
is now hoping to remove its sole surviving feature - the local -language of 
instruction. 

When the theses on the reform of education were being discussed in the 
columns of Pravda, several representatives of the non-Russian republics took 
part. All of them expressed their admiration for the measures proposed. In the 
article mentioned at the beginning of this report, Mzhavanadze, under the title 
"A Program of Great Reforms," wrote: 

· ··' . AmOng the many s4ggestions submitted by citizens, sp~cial emphasis 
'·is given to the question of the teaching of Russian in national [i.e., non
Rus'sian] schools. In partisular, this question was dealt with at the recent 
meeting of Party activists in the [Georgian] republic. There it was 
pointed out that Russian is the language of the Great October Revolution 
and that O?r young people must at all costs know it. Russian is a power
ful means of communication between the peoples of our country and, 
therefore, a mighty weapon for cementing and consolidating their 
friendship , and cooperation. This m~ans that it serves the caus,e of build
ing a Communist society .... At the same_ time,, the opinion is being 

"expressed that instructio~ .. of the language, of the republic in which th~ 
boy or girl is living anl \yorki~g 'should be rn~de obligatory. This will 
certait;J-ly play a great posi_i:ive role in the intet"national education of the 
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younger generatlOJ]. 

The theses of the All-Union Party Central Committee do not, however, 
permit the teaching of two obligatory languages in the schools of the non
Russian republics. The choice is between Russian and the local language. It is 
impossible to ignore the former, as Mzhavanadze's own remarks show: it is the 
latter, .the local language, that will inevitably be the loser. Such is the conclusion 
to which we are forced by Mzhavanadze's arguments. 
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Below is the text of the Resolution submitted on July 2, 1958, to the Amer
ican House of Representatives by Mr. Albert Cretella, representative of the 
State of Connecticut. 

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 

Whereas the barbaric Russian Communist murder of Imre Nagy and many 
truly Hungarian patriots has once again aroused the conscience of American 

· people as to the tragic plight of the captive nations; ari_d 
Whereas since 1918 the continued aggression of Russian Communist imper

ialism and colonialism .has built up an unprecedented empire, which, on the basis 
of capital resources Moscow wantonly exploits, now mortally threatens the 
security of the United States and of all the free world; and 

Whereas the many captive nations in this empire look . to the United States 
and the moral forces of its Declaration of Independence and the Bill ofRights for 
their eventual liberation andindependence, and for full recovery of individual 
liberties in the Christian, Jewish, Mus1im and other religious traditions of their 
peoples; and ' 

Whereas the freedom-oriented loyalties and hopes of tlie captive nations in 
both Eastern Europe ~nd Asia are fundamentally vital to United States national 
secutity and thus basic to the United States' foreign policy; and 

Whereas in the hopeful hearts and minds of all the captive peoples a silent 
observance is offered annually toward historic _events in their histories w}:tich 
symbolize their present aspirations as well as their once-enjoyed national inde
pendence and freedom; and 

Whereas it is clearly our moral obligation as free men to give through 
organized effort powerful voice to these silent but active prayers for national 
independence and freedom: now, therefore, be i't 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring) that it is 
in the sense of the Congress of the United States that the President of the United 
States proclaim the following historic dates as days of observance by the people 
of the United · States in their spiritual union with the victims of Russian Com
munist imperialism and colonialism: March 15 as Hungari :;m ·Day, May 3 as 
Polish Day, Feb.ruary 16 as .Lithuanian Day, March 14 as Slovakian Day, Jan
uary 22 as Ukrainian Day, November 18 as Latvian Day, October 10 as Chinese 
Day, March 25 as White Ruthenian Day, May 10 as Rumanian Day, February 
24 as Estonian Day, December 13 as Turkestani Day, May 16 as Georgian Day, 
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March 3 as Bulgarian Day, May 28 as Armenian and Azerbaidzhan Day, August 
25 as Korean Day, O'ctober 28 as ·czech Day, November 28 as Albanian Day, 
June 17 as East German Day and Octob~r 26 as Vietnames~ Day. 

It is hoped that the resolution will be examined by Congress·'in January 
1959, and be approved by the representatives of the peace-loving American 
democracy, whose principles give considerable attention to the national freedom 
of the colonial peoples. · . 

President Wilson's Fourteen Points, proposed during World War I as a basis 
for peace, gave most ~ttention, to the need to implement -the right of peoples to 
self-determination .. These points, whose publication coincided with the ~eginninK 
of the Revo-lution in Russia, were the answer to the hopes , and aspirations of the 
'non-'Russian peoples who formed independent states ;md autonomous republics 
on the territory of the former Tsarist Empire. At the beginning of the Revolu
tion, Lenin hurriedly recognized the principle of self-determination for the non
Russian peoples, including the right to secede from. Russia. However, the Soviet 
go.vernment shortly afterwards violated its promises and trampled on the rights 
and freedom. of these peoples. 

The Red Army fell upon the yo'ung demo.cratic .states, ,conquering and 
subordinating them to the authority of the Soviet Communist dictatorship. The 
widespread popular uprisings thrm;~ghout the national republic-s against the Soviet 
regime were put down over the following decades by Red Army units. · 

Not satisfied with ·these conqu~sts and taking advantage of the conditions 
created by World War II, the Soviet government deprived Poland, Czechoslova
kia, Hupgary, Rumania ftnd Bulgaria of their independ~nce and subordinated 
them along with East Germany to its dictatorship. The Soviet aggressors are not 
satiated by these conquests in Europe and Asia, and today the Kremlin, dreaming 
of world dictatorship, is striving to use Berlin as a means of gaining control of 
Germany and \the whole of .Europe, while at the same time endeavoring to 
secure a foothold· in the Near and Middle East1 

It took the outside world a long time to realize the danger from this evil, 
which first · raised its head forty years ago in Moscow. Now, however, it is 
well realized by the transatlantic democracy, which at critical moments always 
comes to the aid of the Old World. The resolution quoted above will serve as a 
great moral support fdr our peoples and their many representatives among' the 
emigration, who are the natural ·allies of the free world in the struggle against a 
dictatorship which has trampled on all divine and human laws. 

We welcome -the high-minded initiative of American democracy and consider 
it our duty to state that thele will-be no peace in the world until the principles 
of the self-determina,tion of peoples proclaimed by President Wilson forty' years 
ago are again realized. Peace · is impossible-until .the 'oppressed pepples rec~ver 
those rights of which they have been deprived b( the Soviet dictators. 
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An article in manuscript form expressing 
the feelings of erstwhile friends as well as 
inveterate enemies of Communism has 
been circulating amongst Warsaw students 
and throughout Poland. It is entitled 
"What is Socialism?" although it speaks 
of something which is not Socialism at all. 
Here is the gist of the article: 

A society cannot be called "socialist" -
In which a completely innocent citizen 

sits at home and fea•rs the arrival · of the 
police; 

In which it is a crime to be the bro
ther, sister, wife or son of a criminal; 

In which he who says what he thinks 
is unhappy and he who never speaks 
openly is happy; 

In which the leaders are self-appointed; 
In which up to ten people live in one 

and the same room. 
A state cannot be called "socialist." -
Whose soldiers are used to enslave 

other countries; 
In which everyone who lauds its leaders 

lives bet·ter than the rest; 
Whose citizens are conderimed without 

trial; 
Which forbids · its citizens to travel 

abroad; 
In which there are more spies than 

sisters of mercy and more people in pri
son than in hospital; 

In which the number of bureaucrats 
increases more rapidly than the number 
of workers; · 

Which produces good jet planes but 
bad boots; 

In which the coward:ly live better than 
the brave; 

In which the counsel for the defense is 
always in agreement with the pros-ecution. 

A state cannot be called "socialist" -
Which demands tha·t all its citiz-ens 

have the same views on philosophy, 
foreign poiicy, economics and ethics; 

In which the government .defines the 
-rights of the citiz-ens while the citizens 
dare not define the rights of the govern
ment; 

In which the citizen is made responsible 
for hi,s ancestors; 

In which one section of the population 
is paid forty times as much as the rest. 

A state cannot be called "socialist'5 
-

In which the majority of the popula
tion is against the government; 

Which, allied with crime, adapts its 
ideology to crime; 

Which desires that its ministry for 
foreign affairs direct public opinion 
throughout the world; 

Whi,ch cannot distinguish enslavement 
from liberation. 

A society cannot be called "socialist" -
In which there is no sincere joy and in 

which the caste system prevails. 
A state cannot be called "socialist"-
ln which the will of the people · is 

known before the people have been con
sulted; 

Which makes ·a mockery of people and 
nations with impunity; 

In . which philosophers and wri.ters 
. always say the same as the g·enerals and 
the ministers, but always after them; 

In which town pl-anning is a stave 
sec·ret; . 

In wh1ch it is possible to tell the re~ 
sults of elections In advance; 

In which slave labor and feudal chains 
still exist; 

Which claims a world monopoly in 
progress. 



A state cannot by any stretch of imag
ination be "socialist"-

In whid1 whole nations a•re moved 
from place to place against their will; 

In which the workers have no influence 
on the government; 

Which imagines that only it can save 
humanity. 

A state cannot be called "socialist"-

Armenia 
A Non-existent Ministry. - During 

the fall, unexpected changes took place in 
"higher governmental circles" in Arme
nia. On September 10, 1958, by a decree 
of the presidium of the Supreme Sov~et 
of Armenia, Chairman of the Council of 
Ministers Kochinian was released from 
his duties as Minister of Foreign AffMrs 
and replaced by B. Martirosian. It is dif
ficult to imagine what the functions of a 
Miruster of Foreign Affairs in Armenia 
can be. This nominal ministry is, in fact, 
used for propaganda purposes. Thus, for 
example, during their visit to Armenia in 
the course of this year, the ~ng and 
Queen of Nepal were, according to the 
Erevan papers, welcomed by "senior offi
cials of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of 
Armenia.'~ When a parliamentary dele
gation froD;J. Indonesia came to Erevan, it 
was met by a party that included "the 
chairman of the Foreign Affairs Com
mission of the Supreme Soviet of the 
Armenian SSR." The duties of this "For
eign :Affairs Commission" are similarly 
obscure. 

"Deviations" in Literature. ·- An 
occurrence of great intere~t took place last 
year in the literary world of Armenia. In 
an article entitled "The National Charac
ter of Literature," published in the third 
number of the Erevan journal Sovetakan 
Grakanoutun, Karapetian devoted many 
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Which imagines that it can neve·r make 
mistakes; 

In which the citizens are not allow~d 
to read contemporary Eterature, see the 
best paintings, or listen to those compos
ers whom they want to hear; 

Which does not like its citizens to have 
access to old newspapers; 

Which lays ·down who can criticize its 
actions and how. 

pages to proving that any lite~ature inev
itably · has a nacional character, regardless 
of its social basis. He virtually revised the 
Soviet formula that culture should be 
"national in form and socialist in con
tent," and abandoned the positions of 
what is known as "socialist realism.'' He 
called a number of works by young 
writers "colorless," "monotonous," etc., 
because they were lacking in national 
color. The Communist critics, both in the 
daily Sovetakan Hdyastan and in the 
fifth number of the same journal, attack
ed Karapetian for his "anti-Lenin posi
tions." 

Polytechnization of Schools. - From 
articles published dur~ng the last four 
months in Sovetakan Hayastan and Sove
takan Dprots, it is evident that the inten
sive "polytechnization" of schools is not 
bringing encouraging results. Naturally, 
pupils are beginning to fall behind in their 
study of the humanities. In issue No. 33 
of Sovetakan Dprots, Assistant Minister 
of Education Movseeli wrote: "In some 
schools, there is an appreciable neglect of 
such subjects as literature and history. 
This is a serious mistake." The minister 
demanded that this mistake be corrected, 
b.ut . did not indicate how this should be 
done. Soviet papers, however, are full of 
r~ports ofhow those competing for admis
sion to college display a disturbingly 
limited knowledge of their native lan:
guage and its literature. 



The Fifth Congress of the Armenian 
· ~ociety for the Spread of Political and 

Scientific Knowledge. The Society for the 
Sprea.d of Political and Scient~fic Know
ledge in Armenia is a branch of an All
Union organizat•ion of the same name and 
WaJS founded ten years ago. The Society 
he1d its Fifth Congr•ess in E~evan on 
October 11 and 12 of this year, two and 
a half yean after the Fourth Congress. 

, The ma~n it·ems on tli e agenda were: the 
reports of the E~ecutive Commit-tee 
(cha·irman, Aca-demici-an Victo·r Ham:bart
soumian) and the Board of Auditors 
(chairman Professor Z. Shakarian); 
speeches by fifteen members taking part in 
the discussions; and the elections of the new 
executilve organs and the delegates to the 
forthcoming All-Union Congress of the, 
Society. 

The Soci,ety has 4,060 members- in 
Armeni-a., of whom 1,027 joined dur.ing 
,the period under review. This number 
includes 21 members of A·rmen~an and 
All-Union Academies, 15 corresponding 
memhens, 70 doctors and professors, and 
441 aspirants and aozents. According to 
the report of the Executive Committee, 
during the period under review, mote than 
68,000 lectures were organized, which 
were attended by over four and a half 
mi:Uion people. The Society is the main 
Pa•rty channel for mass propaganda. Its 
principal · objects a.r.e the indoctrination 
of the masses and the spread of athe•ism. 

In spite of i•ts la·rge membership and 
i~s various pro_paga:nda enterp~i<Ses, the 
Society's work does not seem to have 
satisfied the Communist 'a:Uthorities. This 
is clearly apparent in ,the letter of greet
ings sent by the Central Committee of 
the• Armeruan. Communist . Pa.r:ty to the 
Congr.ess, i.'n a special Leading anicle in 
the Party central organ Sovetakan Haya
stan, -in the printed cop~es of the ~epo.~ts 
of responsible officers, and in the speech-es 
of Pa.rty leaders. The low standard of the 
lectures is emphasized in every case. In ' 
a-dd•ition, duri1ng the two and a half yeall'S 
under review, the Society has published 
140 books and pamph!.et5, which are also 
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considered to be of a low academi•c stan
dard and which, in fact, were among the 
books with the smaUest sales m the coun
try - if they sold at all. 

The letoer of greetings from the Pa.rty 
Central Committee, fo·r in·stance, says: 

There a.r.e s.erious defects in the 
work of the Society. The most im
portant of thes:e are the low standard 
of the lectures and· thei·r lack of suffi
c1ent connection with life and the 
practical problems of Communist 
reconstruction. The Society has not 
yet succeeded in attracting by its prop
aganda. ~ider circles of the intelli
gentsia of the Republic and the 
leaders of the productive elements. 

The leading a.rticle· of Sovetakan Haya
stan, afte,r _mentioning a number of faults, 
writes: 

The liberal attitude of the Ex-ecutive 
Committee of the Society and its Pre
sidium toward the poor work of the 
leaders of certa·in sections mus.t cease. 
The practice . whereby lectures are 
entrusted to incompetent and unquali
fied persons, who cons-ider lecturing 
an ea•sy way of earning money and 
who roam · from town to town and 
£~om vi.Uage to village giving three to 
four lectures a day, must be con
demned. 

The chairman of the Executiv.e Com
mittee, Acacl'em~cian Hambartsoumian, 
analyzed. the activities of the Society in 
greater detail. He stated that the organi

. zation of antireligious propaganda or, to 
use his words, of "the teaching of scientif
ic atheism," . was not given due !impor
tance: 

It must he mentioned that Pa.rty 
organizations, both: in the capital and 
in the provinces, are not paying suf
ficient attention to the organization of 
atheist propaganda. Our scientists., 
even our chemisos, physicists, physi
cians and biologists, who could be of 
great help to the Society, are contrib
uting very little to atheist propaganda. 

It appears that the efforts of indoctrin
ating the youth of the country have al~o 
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been inadequ~te. Hambartsoumian . says: 
"The work of giving taliks to young 

_peopl.e about Communis.i morality, heaJ.th, 
lov.e, aesthetics and other equally vitaJ 
subj,ects haiS also recei'Ved: insufficient 
attention." Hambartsoumian also st~ted 
that the branch of the Society in Azer
bard'zha.n was providing lecturers for 
Azerbaidzhanis livi1ng. in A·rmenia; while 
lecturers were bei'ng sent from Arm·enia 
to Azerbaid.zhan and Georgia for the 
larg.e Al.'menian communities .in these two 
Republics. 

Those who .took paLt't in the discu5sions 
dealt with current problems and soressed 

· the necessity -of extendilpJg the work of ' 
the Society in specialized fields. The 
deputy Chairman of the All-Union Exec
utive Committee of the . Society, 0. 
Khvalepnova, ·on the other hand, "em
phasized that ·lectures of a high standard 
must be organized about current rev!Sion
isrri, whi~ mus.t be mercilessly attacked 
because ai: present it constitutes the great
est danger among the. ranks of the work
ing classes." The last person to speak at 
the Cong:res.s was Gevorg HayLt'ian, head 
of the Propaganda and Agitation section 
of the Central Committee of the Armen
ian Commun-ist Party, who among other 
things~ sajd: 

It must be remarked that the critic
isms made . P,ere did not cover · suf
fident g.round; not enough attention 
"'as paid ' to a detailed analysis of 
the ideological content of the lectures. 
It must also he sta;ted that 1atdy the 
offensive and militant spmt of 
our propaganda has considerably 
weakened. We must not . forget tha~ 
wherever we do not work well; 
wherever the"strength of our. ideological· 
influence decreases, there' the ~rifluence 
of bourgeois ideology will become 
stronger. 

H. Bela, G. Chkhikvadze and P. Pechara, 
the repr:esentatives of the Uknin~an, 
Georgi•an and Litthuani;11rt branches of the 
Soci•ety respectilvdy, were 'aJ.so present at 
·the Congres.s and~ deliv.ered messages of . 
greetings. ., ' 

. Academician Victor Hambartsoumian 
was reelected Chairman of the Exe~utive 
Committee, while Kh. Danielilan, Profes
sor Moushegh Santrossi•a.n and Professor 
Z. B:tshi>nchaghi·an were elected Deputy 
Chairmen. · 

Azerbaidzhan 
Return to Stalinism. At a meeting 

of the Supreme Soviet of the Azerbaid
zhan SSR held on July 17, 1958 in Baku, 
Secretary of the Azerbaidzhan Part-y Cen
tr.al Committee Papratov declared that 
"cultural work" among the republic's 
rural population was in a sorry plight: 
"cultural institutions" in the villages were 
not carrY'ing out their task of educating 
the peasants in the spirit of Communism. 
A discussion resulted in the adoption of 
a resolution on "the intensification of the 
fight against parasites harmful to socialist 
society." 

This would indicate a return from 
Khrushchev's "liberalism'' to the methods 
of Stalin: 

The Antireligious Campaign Goes On. 
- The Society for· the Propagation of 
J?olitical and Scientifric Knowledge has 
issued G. Memedli's work Ob ateistisches
kikh motivakh v klassicheskoi literature 
Azerbaidzhana (On Atheistic Motifs in 
the Classical Literature of Azerbaidzhan). 
The p1.1blication of this book for wide 
distribution in Azerbaidzhah is eVIidence 
of the continued campaign against reli
gwn. 

A Play Revised. - In June 1958, the 
play Aidin, by the well-kno~n Azerbaid
zhan writer · and playwright Dzhaffar 
Dzhabbarli, was give~ its second perfor
mance under the Bolsheviks by a theater 
company in Baku. Aidin, the hero of the 
play, fights against the imperrialists in the 
East, ,including the Russians, whose imper
ialist regime is 'portrayed in, all its barbar
ity and Violence. 

The play was written while the free 
national government of Azerbaidzhan 
was still m existence; it was performed 
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once under the Bolsheviks and then 
banned. In 1934, !its author attended the 
first Conference of Soviet Writers in 
Moscow, where he protested agalinst the 
obligation of writers to "write to order." 
Soon afterward, he died in mysterious 
c1rcumstances. 

Now the play has once more been put 
onto the stage, but in mueh altered form, 
for all those passages in which the author 
condemns Russian imperialism have been 
removed. Thus, the Soviet authorities 
wish to exploit the name of this promi
nent playwright, at the same time modify
ing his work at their own discrenion in 
order to deceive the people. 

The Freedom of the Artist. - In [ts 
issue of November 15, 1958, the Baku 
journal Literatura i iskusstvo printed a 
report on the third Congress of Azer
baidzhan Artists, at which chairman Tar
lanov spoke on the work of this organi
zation. While recognizing certalin positive 
aspects of its work, he nevertheless 
roundly condemned its faults, declaring 
that Azerbaidzhan artists treat Soviet 
heroes very superficially, ignore the 
history of the October Revolution and in 
general are out of touch with the people. 
He further accused them of ignoring the 
principles of "socialist realism," and said 
that they must be · brought back to the 
"Party line." 

Thus, the Soviet authorities have failed 
to grant the minimal "freedom of crea
tion" that Khrushchev had promised. Here 
again, we are witnesses of a complete 
return to Stalinism. 

Intensive Exploitation of Azerbaid
zhan's Natural Resources. Radio Moscow 
reported on August 28, 1958, that inten
sive pro,.;pecti!l-g in Azerbaidzhan and 
along ~ts Caspian Sea coast had Led to the 
discovery of 70 new oil deposits. This 
report is a further reminder that Azer
baidzhan's natural resources are still being 
exploited by Moscow. One interesting fact 
is that, although there are rich oil deposits 
in many other regions' ~f the Soviet Union, 
Moscow does its .?est : to obtain as much of 
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this "black gold" as possible from Azer
baidzhan. 

Moscow's covetous eyes are at present 
also fixed on Azerbaidzhan's rich deposits 
of alumina - a raw material used in the 
production of aluminum. Soviet geologists 
have already calculated that Azerbaid
zhan's deposits are the second largest 
in the world. 

The Desecration of the Grave of Hadji
Murat. Radio Baku recently reported that 
the grave of the close associate of the 
imam Shamil in the Caucasian struggle 
against the Russian colonizers, Hadji
Murat, had been located in the Kakhi 
region of Azerbaidzhan. Instead of takling 
the necessary steps to preserve the grave, 
the Soviet authorities have moved the 
grave stone to the Azerbaidzhan History 
Museum. The grave of Hadji-Murat will 
thus be lost. 

Belorussia 

Fortieth Anniversary of the Belorussian 
SSR. Jan~ary 1, 1959, marked the fortieth 
anniversary · of the Belorussian Soviet 
Socialist Republic. To celebrate this oc
casion, many monographs and collections 
of documents devoted to the history and 
culture of Belorussia are being published 
in the republic, and meetings of Belo
russlan writers · with writers from other 
Soviet republics, exhibitions of Soviet 
Belorussian fine arts, ten-day festivals of 
popular amateur art at the republic, oblast 
and raion levels and tours of Belorussian 
theatrical compa~ies both within the BSSR 
and beyond its borders, in other Soviet 
republics and the Soviet satellite countries 
are being organized. Soviet Belorussian 

. writers, artists and composers have been 
called upon to contribute works dedicat
ed to this occasion. 

It should, however, be pointed out that 
all this is merely a parade of political 
propaganda that has nothing in common 
with either the Belorussian people or its 
history, culture and traditions. This is 
particularly true of the publications that 
are being issued' in connection with the 



anniyersary. Their purpose is solely that 
of promoting the consolidation of the 
Soviet regime in · Belorussia. All attempts 
to reflect the country's national history, 
culture and traditions are, in fact, cate
gorically forbidden in these publications. 
The scope permitted to Belorussian writers, 
artists and composers has been confined to 
what is known as "revolut·ionary heroics," 
praising the efforts of Soviet workers and 
expressing a reluctant gratitude to the 
Party and the "elder brother" for giving 
the Beloruss•ians a Soviet Belorussian state. 

This parade, conducted under the ban
ner of national self-expressio:~, was nec
essary to the Party, partly to allay the 
dissatisfaction of the non-Russian nation
alities within the Soviet Union, and 
partly for use in propaganda abroad in 
support of the Sov1et nationality policy. 

"Deviations" in the Literature of the 
BSSR. In its fifth issue for 1958, the 
Minsk li.terary journalf!aladosc, whi~ is 
the offic1al organ of the Centtal Committee 
of the Belorussian Komsomol and of the 
Union of Writers of the BSSR, published 
a short tory .entitled "Dabrasielcy," by 
the well-known Belorussian writer Alak
siej Kulakouski, in which the author, des
cribing kolkhoz life in Belorussia, gives an 
extremely frank picture of the wretched 
life of the kolkhozniks, the cavalier treat
ment meted out to them by the local 
authorities, and in general the depres~ing 
side of Soviet life. 

At first, Soviet critics ignored the story, 
and some time passed before a campaign 
against its author was launched in the 
ent•ire Soviet Belorussian press, as a result 
of which he was removed from his post 
as chief editor of Maladosc. By way of 
justifying this campaign, a leading article 
in the ninth issue of this journal stated: 

In the story "Dabrasielcy," A. Kula
kouski directed the whole of his at
tention to showing the darker aspects 
of life and occupied himself with seek
ing out everything that was bad. In 
doing so, he abandoned the principles 
of socialist realism. The reader's at
tention is centered upon the carriers 

of evil .... The writer ... slanders our 
reality [i.e., Soviet life], shows a lack 
of respect for man, and underestimates 
the worth of heroic Soviet citizens. 

It is not difficult to see here ·the same 
charges as were leveled aga•inst Dudintsev 
and Pasternak. 

Plans for the BSSR in the Forthcoming 
Seven-Year Plan. The theses of Khrush
chev's speech to be delivered at the Twenty
first All-Union Party Congress lay down 
that during the forthcoming seven-year 
plan the Belorussian SSR must increase its 
output of tractors and trucks to 11/2 times 
and of cotton textiles to 18 times the 
present level. By 1965, the republic's 
output of potash fertilizers, metal-cutting 
lathes, tractors and flax fiber is to be 
over 200/o, 9·o;(j, 190/a and 15°/a respectively 
ofthe aU-Union production of these items. 
Belorussian agriculture is to specialize in 
the output of meat and dairy products, 
potatoes, flax and sugar beet. 

It should be pointed out that the auto
mobile, tractor and machine-tool industries 
of the BSSR process raw materials brough~ 
from outside the republic, while 20°/a of 
fts output of flax fiber is exported, without 
compensation, to textile enterpr·ises in the 
RSFSR and Czechoslovakia. 

Cossacks 
Not by chance did Khrushchev v1s1t a 

number of Cossack cities and oblasts 
during one of the Cossack popular festi
vals and confer the Order of Lenin on 
them for the successful fulfillment of 
grain deliveries. The actual presentation 
of the orders was an affair of great pomp. 
Pravda, Izvestia, Sovetskaya Rossiya, 
Literaturnaya gazeta and all the local 
newspapers described in detail Khrush
chev's tr~p. He was accompanied by So
viet writer Mikhail Sholokhov, marshals 
Eremenko and Grechko, and the oblast 
and raion committee secretaries. On this 
occasion Cossack country had delivered 
850 million poods of grain - about 
13,923,000,000 metric tons - to Moscow. 
Sovetskaya Rossiya noted thai: his path 
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"lay through old Cossack villages." In his ' Crimea 
speemes, Khrushchev referred to "that 
hoary, free benefactor, the Don," and the 
'' abundant, plentiful Kuban." These 
speeches were delivered in the ordinary vil
lages as well as the important centers. 
Mikhail Sholokhov spoke on several 
occasions, calling himself a "patriot of the 
Don" and proclaiming, "Let the Cossack 
lands live and flourish!" Plundered by 
Moscow, compelled to smile and to give 
the last from their harvest, the Cossacks 
were now obliged to listen to Khrushchev 
and his lackey Sholokhov. 

::-

That the mood in the Cossack lands is 
not what the Sov1et press would have one 
believe is illustrated by the sentence pass
ed on six persons by a military tribunal 
of the North Caucasian Military District, 
as reported in the Soviet Army organ 
Krasnaya zvezda of September 9, 1958. 
F·ive of them were condemned to be shot 
and the sixth .sentenced to twenty-five 
years' forced labor. Thirteen years after 
the end of the war and two years after 
the proclamation of a general amnesty, 
these persons have proved by their sacri
fice that the corn grown in the Cqssack 
lands for J<.hrushchev conceals even today 
insurgents struggling for Cossack indepen
dence and freedom. 

Izvestia of December 12, 1958 reported 
the foundation of a branch of the Acad
emy · of Sciences for the Southeastern 
RSFSR. This area comprises the Stalin-' 
grad, , Rostov and Astrakhan oblasts and 
the Krasnodar and Stavropol krais. It 
also includes the Kalmyk, Kabardino
Balkar, North Ossetian and Chechen
Ingush autonomous republics. Has Mos
cow remembered Sheboldaev's project to 
create a Cossack Soviet Republic? 

S ovetskaya Rossiya reports that the 
Bolsheviks are now sending Bulgarian 
youths to Siberia to build new sugar fac
tol'ies in Novo-Kubansk and Armavir, a, 
policy reminiscent of that of deporting ' 
the Cossacks ahd other Soviet peoples. 
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Radio Moscow reported on May 24, 
1958 that the so-called "Rotten Sea" -
Sivash in the norther11 Crimea - . and 
other salt lakes in the Crimea are an im
portant source of chemical niw materials. 
More than 190 million tons of salt are 
concentrated in the Sivash alone. Moscow 
is to set about the exploitation of these 
Crimean natural resources in order to meet 
the needs of those Soviet metallurgical 
and chemical industries situated outs•ide 
the Crimea. Hence, Moscow remains true 
to its principle of intensive economic ex
ploiration of the national regions. of the 
USSR with the aim of consolidating its ' · 
economic and war potential. 

Georgia 

The foundation of Tbil·isi, a city destin
ed to become a · capital, dates back to the 
fifth century. In October 1958, the Geor
gian people celebrated its anniversary, and 
the Communist government found itself 
compelled to respect its wish. One inter
esting fact, by no means in keeping with 
Communist practice, was the setting up of 
two memorials - one to the founder of the 
city, King Vakhtang Gurgaslan, the othex: 
to the city's defenders when it was last 
destroyed •in 1795 by Agha Mohammed 
Khan. Three hundred warriors in the 
Aragva Gorge who swore to defend the 
city to the death and who all fell in this 
fateful war were singled out and the me
morial dedicated to them. 

The ' anniversary itself was mainly cele
brated on the streets of the city and not 
at the meetings presided over by the Com
munist rulers of Georgia. Hundreds of 
thousands came from all parts of the re~ 
public to greet their city and 'the traffic 
had to be stopped. On such a day the 
people felt their deep link with the past, 
forgetting for a time the domination of the 
masters imposed on them from without. 
Notwithstanding everything, the holiday 
became a national, Georgian, _popular and 
historic event. 



The 1 TbiJ.isi · anniversary aroused great 
interest among wr·iters, scholars and artists; 
many of them devoted works to Tbilisi, 
to its history 'and its enormous cultural, 
political and state importance in the life 
of the Georgian people. Various sym
posiums were issued on the city's life and 
history. Naturally, the Communists as
cribed everything achieyed by the people 
over the last four decades to themselves; 
but this self-praise was lost among the 
really valuable poetic and scholarly works 
on the subject. The October issue of the 
literary magazine Mnatobi was compl:tely 
given over to Tbilisi1 while the same mue 
of Sakartvelos komunisti carried only one 
small article of ten pages on the event. · 

Georgian political life still closely fol
lows the path la·id down by Moscow. 
Those responsible for the fate of the Geor
gian people, both the Party and govern
ment qfficials, as far as possible emulate 
Khrushchev in everything. Accordingly, 
the plenary sessions of the Georgian Cen
tral Committee and the governmental 
decrees are an exact and tedious copy of 
the Moscow originals. Such rulers are in
terested bnly in training trustworthy prop
agandists capable of controlling the 
meetings at which the proposals of Khrush
chev and his colleagues are unanimously 
approved without any objections. 

. The political attitude of the Georgian 
people has undergone a pronounced change 
over recent years. Since the remarkable 
occurrences of March 1956 - later con
firmed by reliable witnesses - which re:, 
suited in repressive measures by the gov
ernment, the younger generation has been 
raising its voice more and more. The con
sciousness of its national dignity and of 
its own culture, which has its own place 
in the heritage of civilized mankind, gives 
a particular character to i:he whole move
ment. Young persons belonging to the 
postwar generati-on have expressed th~ir 
firm belief in a better future, by which 
they mean freedom from a Com~unist 
regime, foisted on them from without, 

and from Communist habits which have 
not taken root in Georgia. Many of these 
youths are Party members. 

Georgian newspapers have recently 
been protesting loudly about the plunder
ing of the republic's natural resource~ 
Writer~, scholars and even ordinary people 
on the street have noticed the disappear
ance of the forests, the destruction of 
preserves, the heartless killing off of wild 
animals and rare birds and even a com
plete disregard for the plundering of na
tural resources. This campaign reached 
such a pitch that a rouvine session of the 
Supreme Soviet of the Gedrgian SSR, 
held on November 26~27, 1958, was 
compelled to discuss such problems, link
ing them with Khrushchev's seven-ye-ar 
plan. However, it only dared to suggest 
that the preservation and exploitation of 
natural resources should be regulated by 
law, this step being in. the opinion of s~ch 
a "high assembly" a direct way of leadmg 
Georgia to Communism. 

Such a lack of decision by the republic's 
Supreme Soviet can easily be explained: 
one of the exploiters and exporters from 
Georgia of its natural resources is the cen
tral g~vernment in Moscow. Evidently, 
agreement from above would have to ~e 
obtained in any attempt to regulate this 
problem. 

According to a Tbilisi report of Octo
ber 22, 1958, new deposits of manganese, 
mercury and copper have been discovered 
in Georgia. The rich Georgian resources of 
manganese have for many ye"\rs been ex
ported by Moscow. The central govern
.ment has already worked out plans for the 

• exploitation of the new deposits of copper, 
manganese and mercury, which a·r,e also to 
be exported to other _regions of the USSR. 

Idel~Ural 

The Building of Railroads in the Idel
Ural Region. Soviet propaganda ~s con
stantly reporting successes in ra,ilroad con
struction in the Soviet Union. To what 
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branch lines have bee~ laid at four 
separate points. None of the railroad 
buildings are suppl.ied with electric 
light or drinking water; water is 
brought daily by special train. 

Hundreds of millions of rubles have 
been spent on the laying of the new 
line, but no great benefit is being ob.
tained to date from it, through the 
fault of the dishonest builders. More
over, neither the local railroad author
ities nor the Ministry of the Ways of 
Communication do anything to repair 
the earth bed. 

extent this propaganda gives a true pic
ture of the situation can be judged from 
an open letter by a Soviet railroad wor
ker, a certain V. Orlov, who is assistant 
head of the Perm Branch of the Sverd
lovsk Network in the Urals. This letter, 
which somehow avoided the severe Soviet 
censorship, was published on July 22, 1958 
in the newspaper Gudok, organ ·of the 
Ministry of the Ways of Communication 
of the USSR. In contrast to official prop
agandists, its author dared to write the 
truth about the "dazzling successes" of 
Soviet railroad construction in the Urals. 
The full text of the letter will make any 
commentary superfluous: 

Trains crawl at a snail's pace along Agriculture. The newspaper Selskoe 
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the new, electrified Levshino-Ugle- khozyaistvo reported on October 3, 1958 
uralskaya stretch of the Sverdlovsk net- that a plenary session of the Party Oblast 
work, built one and a half years ago. Committee, held in Ufa, Bashkiria, had dis
But not always: traff·ic is very often cussed the question of engaging in social
completely stopped because of the dam- ist competition in honor of the Twenty
aged state of the earth bed. fi,rst Party Congress. According to the 

In June a group of specialists was newspaper, such competiti<on i~ alr·eady 
called to this stretch to coordinate pro- being spread throughout the republic in 
posals for the capital repair of bad honor of the forty-first anniversary of 
spots. However, no progress has been the October Revolution and the forth
made. The builders of the line, headed commg congress. However, "in the 
by Comrade Kozlov, are not putting republic many problems have still to be 
their unfinished work right. A prelim- solved. The yield of grain and •industrial 
inary plan for repairs to the value crops remains low. On many kolkhozes 
of 500,000 rubles has been drawn up the potato harvest and plowing are 
too, although not less than 10 million proceeding slowly." This report shows that 
are needed, The spring inspection the agricultural situation ~s not as favor
revealed 75 bad spots needing capital able in Bashkiria as Soviet propaganda 
repairs; but the contractor has not yet has descr~bed it to date. The Party Oblast 
been . fixed on, and planning and Committee is now doing its utmost with 
financing problems have not yet been the a·id of soci•alist competition and other 
solved. methods to compel the kolkhozniks to 

Meanwhile, the engineers are con- work as much a.s possibl-e. 
stantly distracted from daily mainte- -
nance by repairs to the track - endless 
ra:ising of the track, the removal of 

I 

The Destruction of Historical Monu
ments of Ancient Turkic Architecture in 
the USSR. Sovi1et propaganda in the non
Soviet Moslem countries is doing its 
utmost to give the impression that histor
ical monuments of ancient Turkic Mos
lem architecture are carefully preserved 
in the USSR by the Soviet government. 
However, reports to the contrary 
sometimes slip 1nto the Soviet press. The 
Moscow newspaper Sovetskaya Rossiya 

soft clay, the coping with faulty slee-
pers. Daily maintenance is more and 
more neglected, moreover, even new 
rails wear out prematurely with such 
an earth bed. And the sleepers? 
Through the fault of the builders, 
there are 60,000 untreated sleepers 
lying under the main line. There is 
plenty of other unfinished work. No 
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of September 4, 1958, fo-r example, carried 
the following facts·: 

In the Southern Urals, not fa.r from the 
reg:ional center Varna, in Chelyabinsk 
Oblast, stands Tamerlai.ne's Tower, wh.i.ch 
is of great a,rchitectural and historical 

·value. The tower is about 600 yea,rs old 
and the local inhabitants relate that it was 
built by the Emir Tamerlaine in memory 
of hi1s beautiful daughter. In 1889, excava
tions wer.e carr•ied out in the tower and at 
tha.t time it was often visited by tourists 
and archeologists. 

Now no attempt is made to preserve 
it. Workers f,rom the Moscow Main Ad
ministration for Geodesy and Cartography 
reoently set up a geodetical •instrument on 
the tower. They dest·royed its top and 
cracked its walls. 

Thi5 is the real situation in the USSR 
as far as monuments of ancient Turkic 
architecture are concerned. 

North Caucasus 
Mao Tse-tung Communes are Being Set 

up on the Territories of the Peoples who 
have Returned. Appealing for an increase 
in the output of agricultural produce to 
mark the forthcoming Twenty-first Party 
Congress, Radio Grozny reported on De
cember 10, 1958 that grain, vegetables, 
potatoes and milk are being produced 
only by sovkhozes in a numbe~ of reg:ions 
of the Chechen-Ingush ASSR. In other 
words, there are no longer any kolkhozes 
in the regions concerned, which are the 
Urus-Martanovsk, Shal•insk, Gudermes, 
Achkhoi-Martanovsk, Nadterechnaya and 
Nazran. They are mainly settled with 
Chechen-Ingush who have returned from 
exile. Thus, the latter have not returned to 
the regions they formerly inhabited nor 
to the same conditions as eXlisted prior to 
their deportation. 

Kolkhoz land is nominally the property 
of the peasants who farm it. The right to 
possession of the land is confirmed by 
special documents issuep by the state to 
the kolkhozes. In addit:ion, kolkhozniks 

have the right to own their own plot of 
land individually, and they may each 
possess one cow, several domestic animals 
and poultry. 

The situation is quite the reverse on the 
sovkhozes. Everything belongs to the state 
and the peasants working the land are 
essentially ordinary workers and nothing 
more. They do not even have the mipimal 
rights which the kolkhozniks enjoy. Their 
life is regimented down to the last detail. 
To order they get up, go out to work, eat 
the food which is prepared in the com
lflunal kitchens. They have less freedom 
than the Russ:ian peasant during the 
existence of serfdom in tsarist Russia. The 
peasants' life on the sovkhozes can only 
be compared to that of the peasants in the 
communes organized by Mao Tse-tung in 
China, where not only the very concept 
of the right of ownership, but even the 
traditions of normal family life are being 
abolished. 

The decree on the return of the Che
chen-Ingush and other peoples, including 
another North Caucasian people, the 
Karachai-Balkars, from exile, was pub
lished in February 1957. It envisaged "the 
complete restoration of the national auton
omy" of the exiled peoples, that is, the 
restoration of the situation in existence 
prior to the implementation of Stalin's 
policy of genocide. Those who have suf
fered ought to receive some form of com
pensaoion for their goods and property 
and to some extent for the physical and 
moral sufferings which they were com
pelled to undergo. However, on publishing 
the decree, the Soviet government did not 
have any such measures in mind. It had 
already decided that these peoples would 
be used as a labor force on the sovkhozes 
organized on the lines of Chinese com
munes. Proof of this is the fact that by 
the summer of 1957, 17 sovkhozes had · 
already been set up in the restored Che
chen-Ingush ASSR to absorb those who 
returned. Anyone who expressed a desire 
to settle in his home in his native settle
ment was accused of "preserving the 
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remnants of property-owning instincts." 
The same thing happened to the Karachai
Balkars. 

The Chechen-Ingush and Karacha:i-Bal
kars are both Moslem peoples: Moslem 
delegations visiting the Soviet Union 
should visit them in order to gain some 
idea of the real . situat-ion, and not just 
visit the cities and sights carefully sekct
ed by the Soviet government. 

Returning Karachai Families have No
where to Live. The .decree restoring the 
exiled peoples to their homeland stated 
that this measure was to be completed 
:in 1958. Rep6rts in the Soviet press noted 
that some 5,000 Karachai families had 
already returned by December 1957, and 
this process has been continuing during 
1958. However, it turned out that there 
was nowhere for them to live. During the 
deportation of · these peoples in the fall of 
1943 and beginning of 1944, some of the 
Karachai villages were burned down; 
others were settled with peasants trans
ferr·ed from Central _RuS>Sia. Of course, 
the Karachais have not been given their 

' own homes back; they are to be settled 
in new homes on the sovkhozes. ' These 
homes, however, have not yet been bllilt. 
The newspaper Leninskoe znamya, central 
organ of the Karachai-Circassian Auton
omous Oblast, reported on July 8, 1958 
that only 44 apartment houses had been 
built for the returning Karachatis. It accus
ed local building organizations of being 
responsible for the nonfulfillment of the 
plan; they, in turn, put the blame on the 
central organizations for not delivering the. 
necessary building mater•ials . The Karachatis 
are thus compelled to spend another win
ter in primitive, cold huts. 

Economic Exploitation of the Northern 
Caucasus. The North Caucastian petroleum 
and mining industries are listed as indus
tries of state importance, so that income 
from them does not go to the so-called 
governments of the local autonomous re
publics ,and oblasts. Even in other bran
ches of economic life, the North Caucasian 
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national republics' and oblasts have in 
essence no nights, and the lines taken by 
their economic development are laid down 
by plans applicable not to local needs but 
to the needs of the metropolis, that is, the 
central oblasts of the USSR. 

According to these plans, the North 
Caucasian republics and oblasts are to 
supply ,even more agricultural produce -
grain, livestock products and fruit - than 
at present. In 1960, Daghestan, for 
example, is to deliver more than 700 mil
Lion cans of fruit conserves and to have 
doubled wine and brandy output. Des
cribing these prospects, local newspapers 
write that the whole country ' "will be
come a flourishing garden." The same 
applies to the other North Caucasian re
publics and oblasts. What is doubtful is 
whether the local popul~tion will benefit 
from this .:increased output. 

At present, hundreds of millions of cans 
of conserves are produced in the Northern 
Caucasus. However, they are almost 
inaccessible luxuries for the local popu
lation, and are rarely found on sale lo
cally. Tens of thousands of ton's of top
quality wool are annually exported from 
the Northern Caucasus, but woolen cloth 
is rarely, if ever, on sale in the region 
itself. A typical example of the situacion 
occurred tin 1957: The ChOKh Kolkhoz, 
a major livestock-raising kolkhoz, an
nually delivers from 50,000 to 60,000 
kilograms of top-quality wool to the 
state. However, the kolkhozniks are as 
poorly dressed as people elsewhere in 
Daghestan. In 1957, they delivered 52,000 
kilograms of wool, and on this occasion 
the Sowet government decided to reward 
them for their efforts. The kolkhoz settle
ment, about 6,000 persons in all, receiv
ed by way of a reward 30 meters of wool-
en cloth from the state. ., 

New Traces of the Ancient Culture of 
the Northern Caucasus. The Moscow 
newspaper Sovetskaya Rossiya reported 
on September 5, 1958, that signs had been 
found that the Vorontsov Caves tin the 
Northern Caucas~s had been inhabited 



15,000 ·to 20,000 years ago. Many every
day objects used by Stone Age Man, includ-

. ing skillfully-made stone axes, flint knives 
and bone needles, had been found tin 
the caves. Experts believe these finds to be 
of great importance for world science and 
to be a further proof of the antiquity of 
the culture of the indigenous Caucasian 
population. 

I 

Hot Underground Springs in the Nor
thern Caucasus. On July 5, 1958, Radio 
Moscow reported that natural hot springs 
with temperatures from 1500 to 2100 Chad 
been discovered at depths of from 1,200 
to 4,000 meters in the Makhach-Kala 
region of Daghestan and the foothills of 
the Northern Caucasus. These waters can 
be used for the economic needs of the 
Northern Caucasus. 

Turkestan 
Intensive Exploitation of Turkestan's 

Natural Resources. Turkestan's enormous 
natural resources have recently been the 
object of merciless exploitation by Mos
cow. The latter is, however, apparently 
not satisfied and is seeking new ways of 
extending this exploitation: hence . the ac
tivity of Soviet geologists in Turkestan. 
One result, as reported by Radio Mirscow 
and TASS on September 29, October 13, 
22, 24 and 25, 1958, has been the dis-

- covery of new sources of Soviet exploita
tion: a new magnetic anomaly has been 

· discovered in Xustanai Oblast; a new iron 
ore deposit on the River Irtysh; and the 
largest deposit of phosphorus (9()/o) and 
manganese (22.0/o) yet to be found in the 
Soviet Union, in the Kara-Tau Mountains. 
Deposits of gold, lead and zinc have been 
located in the Chingis-Tai Mounta'ins; 
three major deposits of polymetallic ores 
in the mountainous regions of the Altai, 
in the so-called Irtysh Zone; large depos
its of lead and some deposits of tourma
line tin Central Kazakhstan; and nickel 
ores ,in Kustanai Oblast. New oil deposits 
have been located in southeastern Turke
stan, in southern Kirghizia; a new coal 

field one hundred kilometers from Aktyu
binsk; and a rich deposit of natural gas in 
the southern foothills of Tyan-Shan. 

About a hundred kilometers from Tash
kent a new mineral deposit, called "nas
ledovit," containing tin, manganese, alu
minum, zinc, cobalt and titanium has 
been f~und. The largest piezoelectric' crys
tal in the world has 'been found in Nor
thern Turkestan - it weighs about 70 
tons. La;ge deposits of ~agnesium salts 
have been located a hundred kilometers 
from the River Irtysh; while in Kara
ganda Oblast a marble deposit, 60 meters 
thick, high-quality lime, red clay and large 
deposits of sand suitable for building pur
poses have been foun,d. Finally, the largest 
deposit of pure quartz in the world has 
been found ,in the Kyzyl-Kum Desert. 

The exploitation of these valuable 
resources by Moscow will as usual go 
hand-in-hand with the Russification of 
those Turkestan oblasts in which they are 
located. However, it must be borne in 
mind that Moscow's policy is making the 
economy , of many other oblasts of the 
Soviet Union dependent to a certain deg
ree on raw material from Turkestan; this 
fact does much to. weaken the potential 
and strategical power of Moscow's im
perialism. 

The Afro-Asian Film Festival. From 
August 20 to September 3, 1958, an Afro
Asian film festival was held in the capital 
of Uzbekistan, Tashkent. Representatives 
attended from Communist China, North 
Korea, Mongolia, North Viet-Nam, India, 
the United Arab Republic, Indone-

"' sia, Burma, Pakistan, Japan, Thailand, 
Ceylon, Tunisia and Morocco. The follow
ing Soviet Turkestan and Transcaucasian 
republics also participated: ·uzbekistan, 
Tadzhikistan, Kazakhstan, Turkmenia, 
Kirghizia, Georgia, Armenia and Azer
baidzhan. Representatives also attended 
from the Ukrainian, Belorussian, Lithu
anian, Latvian, Estonian and Moldavian 
SSR's. This was the second suth festival, 
the first having been held in September 
1957 in Peking, although then it was attend-
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ed only by Asian countries. A declaration 
was signed at that time on the holding of 
annual Afro-Asian film festivals in each 
of the countr>ies participating in turn. . 

During the two weeks about 60 feature 
and documentary films were shown. The 
festival was not held in order to decide on 
the best film, as is usually the case. in the 
West, but as a sign of increased cultural 
friendship among peoples. However, in 
spite of this aim, the Soviet press endeav
ored to use the festival for propaganda 
purposes. Further, more than 20 films were 
submitted by the Soviet Turkestan and 
Transcaucasian republics. Leaving aside 
historical films on the lives of Turkestan 
scholars and poets, such as "A vicenna," 
"Alisher Navoi," "His Time Will Come," 
ali the Soviet films were of a propaganda 
nature, examples being "A High Office," 
"The People of a Sunny Country," "For
eign Guests in Tadzhikistan," "Armenia 
Today," "Soviet Georgia," "Come to 
Uzbekistan," "A Mission for Lenin." 

The same applied to the films submitted 
by the Communist countries of Asia. 

The Conference of Afro-Asian Writers. 
On October 7-17, 1958, the first con
ference of Afro-Asi:an wri1ters in the 
history of the peoples of the East, which 
was attended by representatives from 
about 40 countries, was held in Tashkent. 
Khrushchev, Chou En-la.i, Nehru and Nas
ser sent greetings telegrams -and Mukhit
dinov, member of the Presidium rof the 
Party Central Committee, made a long 
speech of welcome in which he set the prop
aganda tone of the conference. Two ques
tions were discussed by the conference: 
firstly, the development of the literature 
and culture of the Afro-Asian countries, 
and secondly, the culture of the Afro
Astan peoples and its link with the culture 
of the West. As the Soviet Union had 
hoped, the first question was· turned into 
a propaganda campaign and all the speak
ers were united in their condemnation of 
colonialism and war and in their desire to 
.maintain world peace. This was extremely 
amusing m view of the fact that they 
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were all speaking from the capital ·of one 
of the Soviet Union's colonial national 
republics and did not appear to notice 
how dangerous Soviet colonialism is to 
rr.ankind in general and to those Afro
Asian peoples who have gained their inde
pendence in particular. They did not real
ize that there is a great difference between 
the Communist leaders' honeyed words 
and Communist practice. Nor did they 
realize that the twenty-million strong Mos
lem population of the Soviet East is suf
fering under the yoke of Soviet colonial
ism in Turkestan. 

A Ten-Day Festival of Kirghiz Literature 
and Art. On October 14, 1958, a ten-day 
festival devoted to Kirghiz literature and. 
art began in Moscow. Official propaganda 
did its best to present Kirghiz national 
literature, art and culture in rosy colors 
and to· belittle the importance of its cul
tural past in order to ascribe the Kirghiz 
people's achievements to the "wise nation
ality policy" of 'the Sovi.et Communist 
Party and the brotherly help of the" elder 
brother" - the Russian people. Persons 
occupying responsible positions in the 
republic, for example, the secretary of the 
Party Central Committee, Kazakbaev, and 
the Minister of Culture, Konduchalov, 
praised in their speeches the Kre~lin's anti
national policy - a policy which has cost 
tens of thousands of the Turkestan nation
al intelligentsia and millions of ordinary 
persons their lives and which keeps the 
people in spiritual and physical bon
dage. In order to avoid the fate of their 
predecessors, representatives of the nati.onal 
intelligentsia, Party and government offi
cials, writers and artists were compelled 
to extol this policy and the unmerited role 
of the so-called elder brother. 

In practice, this dictatorship and !its 
anti-popular nationality policy make 
freedom of creation impossible and compel 
the intelligentsia to use its talent .in the 
service of the Party to write and create 
in accordance with the tenets of "socialist 
realism," that is, to present obvious lies as 
the truth and to represent Soviet life as 
something ideal. 



The Turkestan intelligentsia has a duty 
to th'e people, but this duty cannot be 
interpreted as a duty to the Communist 
dictators, as the Secretary of the Kirghiz 
Central Committee would have one 
believe. This is why Kirghiz literature has 
not yet managed to create major works of 
art in which the heroic past of the people 
is described with great artisoic power and 
depth. It is not the writers but the Com
munist Party's policy of spiritual enslave
ment which is to blame for this situation. 

Soviet Activity in the Near East. In 
October 1958, branches of the "Soviet 
Society for Friendship and Cultural Liai
son with the Countries of the Arab East" 
were founded in the Turkestan republics
Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan 
and Kirghizstan. The date of and reason 
for the foundation of this society leave 
no doubt as to the fact that it is closely 
linked with Soviet foreign policy in the 
countries of the Arab East and that the 
Soviet government is endeavoring to ex
ploit traditional contacts between Turke
stan and the Arab and other Moslem 
countries. 

By exploiting these ties and the wish of 
the peoples of the Soviet East - in partic
ular, of Turkestan - to res._tore their 
past close links with their southern neigh
bors, the Soviet government is attempting 
to influence these countries' policy ih a 
direction favorable to itself. 

The reports on the creation of the 
Turkmenian, Kazakh, Uzbek, Kirghiz and 
Tadzhik branch societies stress "the com
mon interests of the Soviet Union and the 
Arab countries," that is, open Soviet ex
pan~ion at the expense of the neighboring 
Moslem countries. 

Ukraine 
On October 7, 1958, a plenary session 

·of the Ukrainian republic's trade union 
·council ended in Kiev. It had lasted two 
days, and ma,inly discussed the fulfillment 
of collective contracts by enterprises and 
building contractors in the K•iev economic 
administrative region. It is a well-known 

fact that the Soviet trade unions' task is 
not to protect the workers' interests, but, 
along with· the Communist Party, to 
endeavor to ".ra.ise labor productivity"; 
hence the talk at the session of "as great 
an increase in work as possible" in honor
of the forthcoming Twenty-first Party 
Congress. 

Pravda Ukrainy of October 10, 1958 
reported in an article by E. Kolosovaya, 
head of the schools department of the 
Ukrainian Party Central Committee, that 
20,579 out of 30,000 schools in the Ukraine 
have a morning shift only; 4,060,300 out 
of a total of 5,287,000 pupils go to school 
in the morning. The rest, more than 
1,220,000, go to school on the second 
shift. Hence, the shortage of school build
ings has still not been removed. The writer 
complains that the schools are poorly 
equipped. "In a number of oblasts the 
building of schools by the kolkhozes and 
inhabitants is poorly organized." 

Obviously, it is at the latter's expense 
that the state is thinking of building the 
schools needed! 

Pravda Ukrainy of October 10, 1958 
reported that a council of long-standing 
Party members had been formed in the 
Lenin Raion of Odessa; M. 0. Misoshni
kov, a member of the Party since 1906, 
has been elected chairman. It will not be 
easy to find many "long-standing" Com
munists since they were nearly all liqui
dated by Stalin. 

Polish-Ukrainian Relations. A ten-day 
festival devoted to Polish culture was held 
in the Ukraine in August, while at the 
end of October a Polish Party and gov
ernment delegation headed by Gomulka 
visited the <repub.lic. Both the Polish and 
Ukrainian Party presses stressed the im
portance of the display of Polish culture. 
Not only the Ukrainian J:eaders but the 
population as a whole was ext•rernely in
terested in Poland's internal development. 
The Polish newspaper Sztandar mlodych 
reported at the time that a Polish-Ukrain
ian Friendship. Society is soon to be 
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formed. The Ukraine's interest in Poland 
is ·explained by the fact that rthe latter's 
social structure diff.ers from that of the 
USSR and by the realization of the com
mon threat from the "elder" brother. 
Such a rapprochement has been further 
encouraged by the social changes in Po.! 
land, since the latter now no long·e•r re
gard's the Ukraine as its former colony. 
Polish political circl~s are now beginning 
to understand the impo·rrtance of friend
ship with the Ukraine, a fact which the 
Poli·sh delegation did its utmost to stress. 
Gomulka's speeches emphaSiized the inde
pendence of the Ukrainian republic and 
usually 'ended with the words "Long live 
the great Ukrainian people!" But the 
PoLes were welcomed on this occasion by 
specially selected speaker·s, who all, as if 
acting on instructions, avoided the words 
"the Ukrainian people" and spoke in the 
name of the "Soviet . people." Even a 
kolkhoz milkmaid wa•s instructed to say 
"Long live the indestructible friendship 
between the peoples of the Soviet Union 
and Poland!" The Ukrainian newspapers 
stressed' the "stirring .demonstration of 
the unbr.eakable friendship between the 
Soviet and Polish peoples." 

Evidently a Ukrainian-Polish rapproche- · 
ment is not to Moscow's liking. The 
histor·ical policy of draying a wedge be
tween the Ukraine and Poland has not 
yet been abandoned. 

The Fortieth Anniversary of the 
Ukrainian Communist Party. In July the 
Ukrainian Communist Party celebrated 
its fortieth anniversary. The Party 
press promptly followed up the event 
with articles on the Party's history. 
The Central Committee organ Kommu
nist Vkrainy is at present carrying artic
les on the individual Party congresses, 
which, along with the "Theses of the 
Ukrainian Party Central Commiu.ee to 
Ma:rk the Fortieth Anruversa·ry of the 
Foundation of the Ukraini·an Communist 
Party," give prominence to the idea that 
the Ukrainian people has always striven 
to make the Ukraine an "indiv.isible" 
part of the USSR. These suppos·edly 
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learned articles ignore what Bolshevik 
leaders and historians wrote in the past. ·· 
For example, ,Bubnov, head of the Bol
shevik underground in the Ukraine in 
1918, decla·red when the uprising against 
the Germam broke out: "Although the 
overwhelming majority of the insurgents 
were for Soviet power, the whole move
ment . . . 'was carried out as a national 
upsurge under the s·logan of self-deter
mination for the Ukraine." The Bolshevik 
histo·rian Popov wrote on the size of this 
movement: "There are few examples in 
history of such a large-scale peasant move
ment as the Ukra.ine experienced at · the 
end of 1918 and the beginning of 1919." 

A Colonial Power on the Subject of 
the Colonial Peoples .. At the thirteenth 
session of the General Ass·embly of the 
United Nations, .M. M. Pi.dtychenko, del·e-' 
gate of the Ukrainian SSR, delivered a 
speech in the Third Committee in which 
he stated: 

In the Committee for the Defense 
of the Rights of Man, the delegation 
of the Ukrainian SSR supported the 
recommendations prepared by the 
Committee, since it considered, and 
continues to consider, that the reali
zation of the right of nations to self
determination is one of the most urgent 
ta~ks of our time, dictated by the very 
course of the historical development of 
human society, One need only glance 
at the changes that have taken place 
and are taking place in the political 
map of Asia and Africa to be convinc
ed of the pointlessness of disputing the 
existence of the right of peoples and 
nations to self-determination. This 
right has been established in interna
tional relations .by the will of the 
peoples themselves, by their l•i£e and 
their struggle. And the history of hu
manity is, indeed, cFeated by peoples. 

Millions of people in the colonies 
are with justice demanding freedom 
and independence. In our day, the 
national-liberation movement of the 
peoples in the colonial and dependent 



countries has acquired a scale unprec
edented in the history of humanity. 
As a result of their revolutionary 
struggle for their independence, the 
majority of the Asian and African 
peoples - more than 800/o of the 
colonial population of Asia and Africa 
- have during the postwar years 
acquired their polioical independence 
and freedom. Other peoples are on 
the way to their liberation. 

Referring to the Statutes of the United 
Nations, Pidtychenko ~ontinued: 

Certain states and their monopolies · 
neither obs~rve nor respect the right 
of other peoples and nations to self
deterinination, and violate their eco
nomic independence and also the right 
of these peoples to dispose of their 
own natural wealth and resources. 

This representative . of the "sovereign 
Ukraine" went on to refer to the example 
of the Ukrainian SSR and stated: 

Forty-one years have passed since 
1 the revolution of· 1917. During this 

At its conference held in Munich on 
July 27-3( 1958, the League for fhe 
Liberation of t:he Peoples of the USSR 

. (Paris Bloc) adopted a resolution on the 
international situation commenting on the 
resolution passed at its · conference of 
1956 and its pertinence in the light of 
events during the intervening period. 
This resolution read as follows: 

"At a conference' held on July· 26-27, 
1956, the League for the Liberation of 
the Peoples of the USSR, having discus~ed 

• the general situation, adopted a resolution 
which stated among other things: 

Europe is at this moment the center 
of the "paternal'.' care of the Kremlin. 
The efforts of Soviet diplomacy are all 
aimed at removing Europe from the 
general line o( defense of the Western 
world and, by so doing, isolating the 

time, the Ukraine has been tr~nsform
ed into one of the largest industrial 
states in the world. 

Unfortunately, not one representative 
of the states of the free world pointed out 
that the Ukraine {tself is a classic example 
of the non-realization of the right of na
tions to self-determination, since, despite 
her importance as "one of the largest 
industrial states in the world," she cannot 
"dispose of [her] own natural wealth and 
resources" and in general is deprived of 
her freedom and independence. It must be. 
acknowledged that the Bolsheviks, having 
created ap. extensive colonjal system in 
the USSR, are exploiting the position of 
the Afro-Asian peoples in order to distract 
a'ttention from the present enslavement of 
the non-Russian peoples in their own state. 

The countries of the free world, despite 
the vulnerability of the USSR in this very 
question, so fat from making use of the 
struggle of the peoples of the USSR for 
their freedom and genuine independence, 
appear to be even hardly aware of this 
struggle. 

United States of America .... The pene
tration into the rear of the inspirefs 
of the Baghdad Pact by means of a 
hypocrioical statement about the legit
imate aspiratio.ns of. the AraQ conti
nent are ·intended to split and qisrupt 
the Baghdad and Atlantic Pacts . . . .' 
The fate of Europe is possibly being 
decided on the southern shore of the 

·Mediterranean Sea. 
"The commentary -to the above is sup

plied by the events in theN ear and Middle 
East. Moscow has won the victory in the 
first stage of the struggle without firing a 
shot and without the aid of 'volunteers.' 
Khrushchev will do hti~ utmost to exploit 
a 'top-level confere~ce' as a rostrum from 
which to address the . wbrld, with the aim 
of consolidating this victory and -progres
sing further m the · campaign of world 
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conque,st by mea~s of cleverly disseminated 
propaganda. 

"The present world situation makes it 
possible for Moscow to carry on with 
impunity its war of nerves, threaten the 
world with atomic and ballistic missiles 
and at the same time pose as a lover of 
peace. Of course,- Khrushchev is not sum
moning the heads of the free world to a 
conference 'in order to reach an agreement 
on general disarmament and to implement 
peax:e throughout the world. There is a 
danger that a conference convened under 
such conditions will turn out to be a suc
cessful undertaking in every respect for 
the enemy of mankind, a genuine confer
ence, representing 'a psychological strug
gle at the highest level.' One more object 
lesson will join the series of others for the 
edification of mankind! 

"The diplomatic offensive abroad is in 
all probability a cover for internal diffi
culties, reflecting deprivations and suffer
ing, with a corresponding reaction and 
stubborn resistance by the peoples of the 
Soviet Union. Although industry was 
'decentralized' in 1957, Moscow retained 
central control. The expected results have 
not been produced: plans drawn up by 
Gosplan are still being fulfilled too slowly, 
as was the case earlier. The ensuing reforms, 
mainly in the agricultural field, and pre
sented as a form of 'liberalism' on the 
social plane, all came up against a problem 
which the regime cannot solve in the 
existing conditions - that of increasing 
production and productivity. 

"The impression has been created that 
the Moscow autocrats succeeded during 
the dramatic events in the Near East in 
wresting from the democratic West the 
banner on which is written - The Free
dom and Liberation of Nacions. It is, of 
course, no secret what material interests 
are concealed behind the sharp weapon of 
psychological warfare. A paradox of 
history: the jailers of the last colonial 
empire in the world are now presenting 
themselves as the 'liberators' of the 
oppressed and dispossessed peoples. 
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"The fateful mistake made by the West 
was possibly that it, occupied as it was 
with the task of maintaining peace and 
stability in this part of the world, under
e~timated popular and national aspira
tions. The free world's task is now before 
it is too late, to coordinate its ;trategy 
with the demands of the moment (the 
freedom and liberation of the oppressed 
peoples) and by doing so, decisively and 
V:ith all available and accepted methods, 
np the mask from the enemy, this stifler 
and enslaver of peoples in a boundless 
empire. 

"The West's powerful weapon in the .. 
struggle against Soviet imperialism is the 
idea pointed out above, the idea of 
our time - that of the 1iberacion of the 
peoples of the Soviet Union, for whom 
the new version of Moscow's colonial 
policy -is nothing more nor less than 
ge?oci~e. The aim it is consistently pur
surng 1s one of 'de-nationalization,' 'de
personalization,' and the creation of the · 
so-called 'Homo Sovieticus,' a man with
out a homeland or native soil, without 
identity or soul, a genuine robot, the build
er of the world-wide Communist empire. 

"Are we, deafened as we are by the 
hysterical cries of 'colonialism' coming 
from the other side of the Iron Curtain, 
really unaware that the real colonial state 
is beating energetically at the doors of 
Europe, Asia, Africa r.nd America? It has 
already succeeded in spreading its poison
ous feelers in all directions at the meeting
point of the continents - the Near East. 

"Moscow is advancing and will continue 
to do so. This advance must be stopped: 
no time must be lost. The free world, led 
by the great Transatlantic democracy, must 
oppose it with its own strategy arising 
from the very nature of democracy, in 
particular a strategy based on a slogan 
addressed to all the peoples of the Soviet 
Union, to all the captive peoples of the 
Soviet empire: For Your Freedom and 
Independence! 

"The peoples in the Soviet prison long 
ago joined the general liberation move-
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ment against Moscow's tyranny and have 
on numerous occasions shown their un
breakable will to freedom, democracy and 
independence. The moral support and 

Gazi Geray Han: Hayati ve eserleri 
(Gazi Geray Khan: Life and Works). By 
Professor Ismail Hikmet Ertaylan. Pub
lished by the Mutual Assistance Society of 
the Crimean Turks, Istanbul, 1958, 93 pp. 

In the first part of this valuable work, 
which is devoted to the life, political 
career and literary compositions of the 
Crimean Khan Bora Gazi Geray (1588-
1608), Professor Ertaylan, qf Istanbul 
University, considers the political activ
ities of Geray Khan, who did much to 
promote the prosperity of the Crimean 
Khanate. Better than his contemporaries, 
this khan understood the danger that had 
begun to threaten the peoples of Eastern 
Europe in the shape of Muscovite im
perialism, and took steps to neutralize this 
danger. However, Geray Khan is better 
known in history as a leading poet of his 
time, and it is to this aspect of his work 
that the second part of Professor Ertay
lan's book is devoted. Here, the author 
examines the varied character of the poet's 
work and quotes numerous examples of 
his verse. These are accompanied by a 
generous selection of photographic repro
ductions of old manuscr,ipt editions. 

The study of the history of the Crimean 
Turks is not only of academic but also of 
considerable moral significance for the 
people of the free world today. It is gener
ally known that during World War II, the 
Soviet government ruthlessly wtiped out 
the Crimean Turks as a nation, at the 
same time enjoining Soviet historians to 
use every means to falsify the rich cultural 
past of the Turkic Crimea and present the 
Crimean Khanate as a "nest of bandits 

active sy.rnpathy of the free world must in 
the long run become a guarantee of the 
realization of the sacred national aspira
tions of these peoples." 

deprived of all culture and civilization." 
Professor Ertaylan's book, presenting as 
it does a picture of a cultivated and 
highly-educated Crimean khan-poet, is the 
best reply to the academic falstifications of 
Soviet "scholars" in the field of Crimean 
history. K. 

A Booklet still Timely Forty Years after 
Publication. In 1917, a booklet was pub
lished in Geneva entitled The Russian 
Social Democratic Movement' and the 
Nationality Question. The title page 
indicates that it was published by the 
editors of the Ukrainian Social Demo
cratic Party newspaper Borotba and that 
the author was one L. Rybalka. ( 

Rybalka was the pseudonym of Lev 
Yurkevich, a leader of the Ukrainian 
Social Democratic movement who lived 
during World War I in emigration 
in Switzerland, where he published his 
newspaper Borotba. Lenin often argued 
the nationality question with Ukrainian 
Social Democrats, YurkeVIich in particular, 
up to and during the war. Lenin was a 
resolute opponent of the creation of labor 
organizations on a national basis and de
manded that the Social Democratic Par
ties of all the peoples Living under the 
tsarist regime be members of a single 
centraEzed party of Russia. For that rea
son, Lenin attempted by every means to 
discredit the Polish Socialist Party, the 
Jewish Social Democratic Bund and the 
Ukrainian Social Democratic Party as 
"bourgeois-nationalist" because these par
ties asserted their rights to independence 
from the Russian Social Democrats. 
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In 1916, Lenin, together with ,his asso
ciates, published in Geneva Sbornyk S otsial
demokrata (The Social-Democrat Review), 
which was, for the most part, devoted to 
the nationality question. 

Le~ Yurkevich responded by publishing 
a brochure in which he criticized1 Lenin's 
theory on the l nationality question. This 
brochure appeared in Geneva lin 1917 

. ' pnor to the fall of the tsarist regime. 
Yurkevich set out for his homeland via 
France, England and Sweden, ummedi~tely 
a'fter the outbreak of the Revolution, but 
never arrived there, dying en route in Mos
cow. His brochure remained behind in 
Geneva, and never became known in the 
Ukraine. This brochure is now a biblio
graphical rarity. It cannot even be found 
in the British Museum or the Bibliotheque 
National in Paris. 

Yurkevich quotes statements from 
Lenin's article in the Sbornyk Sotsial- . 
demokrata: 
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The right of nations to self-deter
mination means the exclusive right to 
independence in the political sense, to 
free political separation from a tyran
nical nation. Concretely, this clatim qf 
political democracy means full free
dom of agitation for separation and 
the solution of· th~ problem by refe
rendum in those nations concerned. 
This demand is therefore by no means 
tantamount to the demand for separa
tion, division and the formation of 
small states ... '\ The nearer a demo
cratic regime is to full freedom of 
separation, the less frequent and pro
nounced the demands for separation 
will be in practice, since the advan- , 
tages of large states, both from the ' 
standpoint of economic progress and 
from that of the interests of the masses, 
are unquestionable, and, moreover, 
increase with the growth of capital
ism ~ . . . The goal of Social.ism is not 
only to do away with the splitt<i ng up 
of humanity into small-scale states, not 
only to bring the nations together, but 
also to secure their amalgamation. 

Yurkevich revealed the inherent incon
sisten~y of Lenin's formula of the right to 
self-determinacion: "1f .,)ye acknowledge 
that large-scale systems better serve the 
interests of the masses and progress with 
the development of capitalism, then our 
defense of the ' right of nations to self
determination,' the;' realization of which 
breaks apart large systems, would play a 
role in the hindePing of the development 
of large systems and thus also capitalistic 
progress in general." The Bolshev,iks' na
tionality program, Yurkevich continued, 
is therefore an equation consistti ng in the 
acknowledgment of / the "right of nations 
to self-determination" and s•imultaneously 
in its denial. Result: zero. 

In, order to clarify Lenin's opmwns on 
self-determination of nations, Yurkevich 
quotes in his brochure an article by Len.in 
published in 1903 in the newspaper Iskra. 
In observance of the 40th anntiversary of 
the Polish uprising in 1863, Lenin wrote 
that he was against "the disintegration of 
Russia, which was the aim of the Polish 
Socialist Party's striv•ings, in contradistinc
tion to our goal' of the overthrow of autoc-

1 racy." Lenin then wrote the following: 
"We shall always say this to the Polish 
worken The only way of satisfying the 
demands of the present political struggle 
against autocracy ' is a compl,ete union 
with the Russian proletariat; only such a 
union will guarantee polti tical and econom
ic liberat-ion. That which we have said 
on the Polish question is applicable to 
every other national question." 

In his theory on the nationality ques
tion, Lenin was convil).ced that a large-cen
tralized state was indispensable for the 
realization of Socialism. In the brochure 
So6 alism and War (1915), he wrote: "A 
large centralized state is a great historical 
stri de forwards from medieval dispersal 
to a future world unity, and except by 
way of such a state (indissolubly connec
ted with capitahlsm) there is, and can be, 
no road to Socialism." 

Having acknowledged a large centraliz
ed state as an indispensable prerequisite 
for ,the realization of SociaJ.ism, Lenin 



proceeded w:ith his battle against every
thing which threatened to smash the great 
centralized Russian empire into small 
severed na6onal states. For that reason, 
Lenin wanted at all costs to have the 
most revolutionary elements of each na
tion, i.e., its proletar>iat, under his m
fluence. Lenin was an implacable op
ponent of the Social Democratic Labor 
Parties of the vanious nations Wlithin 
tsarist Russia which were independent of 
him. 

"Xurkevich refers to a letter written by 
Lenin to the editors of the Ukrainian 
Social-Democrat monthly Dzvin in 
Kiev: "I must say that I am profoundly 
indignant at the preaching of secession by 
Ukra.inian workers into a separate Social
Democrat organization." Lenin was a 
demagogue who preached the right of 
nations to separate from Russia but 
actually considered the conservation of 
the centralized Russian state as th·e "Road 
to Socialism" indispensable. Taking th~s 
into consideration, Yurkevich raised the 
theoretical question: What would happen 
if the Ukrainian people began an armed 
struggle for their independence? - and 
provided his own answer. "There is no 
doubt that the Russian bourgeoisie would 
use all its strength and also the help of 
its allies to achieve victory, i.e., to defeat 
and subjugate the Ukraine anew." 

And how would the Russian proletariat 
act in this case? If it were educated in the 
spirit of Lenin's "right to self-determina
tion" and if we go so far as to assume 
that Lenin would express himself for the 
"defeat of Russia" in the case of a Ukrain· 
ian revolt, the Russian proletariat would 
be the first to diwbey him and go against 
the Ukraine. They would certainly re
member that Lenin had energetically 
fought against the "breaking up of 
Russia" for '10 years, that he was always 
of the opinion that the "advantages of 
large systems from the standpoint of eco
nomic progress and the masses" were un
questionable, that the closest possible union 
was necessary between the proletariats of 
the oppressed nations and the Russian 
proletariat, that only such a union would 
guarantee complete political and economic 
liberanion. 

Yurkev.ich's brochure was the world's 
first cnmc1sm of Lenin's demagogic 
"theory of the nationality question."' 

Rosa Luxembourg, the well-known Ger· 
.man Social Democrat, failed to note the 
Bolshevik leader's Machiavellism in her 
booklet The Russian Revolution, written 
in 1918. She wrote as though Lenin delib
erately pianned to divide up the Russian 
emp1re. 

Yurkevich's mer·it, on the other hand, is 
his correct evaluation of Lenin's demagogy. 

P . Fedenko 
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Mir Hodja Ereli 

Major General Mir Hodja Ereli, whose death occurred in Istanbul in Sep
tember 1958, was born on May 17, 1896, and was educated at the medreseh 
and classical gymnasium in Ufa. Having been conscripted into the Tsarist 
Army, he spent World War I after 1915 at tile front. In 1932 he was 
promoted to the rank of Major General, commanding successively the 60th 
and 275th Infantry Divisions. Taken prisoner by the Germans in 1941, he 
emigrated to Turkey at the end of World War II, and was elected member 
of the Idel-Ural National Center. 

General Ereli devoted much attention to the study of his people's history, 
especially its struggle for liberation, and took a lively part in many 
academic and political wnferences. 

His death caused great grief, not only to his fellowcountrymen, but also 
among the representatives of all those peoples with whom he carried on 
the fight for national liberation. 

Konstantin Kandelaki 

On October 11, 1958, after a protracted illness, the death occurred in 
Lausanne of Konstantin Kandelaki, former Minister of Finance of the 

1 
Independent Republic of Georgia. 

Born in 1883 in the village of Kulashi, Mr. Kandelaki was educated at the 
Theological Seminary in Kutaisi and the Higher Commercial Institute in 
Mo.scow. From an early age, he was a member of the Social-Democrat 
Party of Georgia. Until the declaration of Georgian independence, he 
worked in the Georgian Cooperative Union and was a manager of the 
Cooperative Bank. During the period of his country's independence, he 
became Assistant Finance Minister, and in 1919 Finance Minister. In 1921, 
after the seizure of Georgia by the Soviet Army, he emigrated with Noe 
Jordania, and the rest of his career was devoted, as a member of the 
Georgian Government in Exile, to his country's liberation. In emigration, 
he studied questions connected with Georgia's economic development, and 
wrote a number of works on this subject, some of which were translated 
into English and French. 

An ardent patriot, he worked unremittingly for his country's cause until 
the end. He was buried at the Georgian Cemetery at Leville-sur-Orge, 
near Paris. 



/ 

Akaky Ivanovich Chkhenkeli 

On January 5, 1959, the death occurred in Paris of the well-known 
Georgian political figure A. I. Chkhenkeli, at the age o( 80. 

Chkhenkeli was known as a highly educated man, an ardent patriot, an 
inspired idealist and an implacable champion of the rights of men and 
nations. 
Educated in Germany, where he studied politics and law, he was the 
author of nume·rous articles, political studies and books, devoted for the 
most part to the nationality problem, in which he displayed great 
objectivity and independence of thought. 

In 1912, he was elected deputy for the district of Batum to the Russian 
State Duma, where he spoke in defense of the rights of Georgia and all 
other oppressed peoples. After the February Revolution of 1917, he was 
appointed member of the Transcaucasian Commissariat and later became 
Prime Minister of the independent Transcaucasian Republic. 

After the declaration of Georgia's independence, Chkhenkeli became 
Minister of Foreign Affairs and then diplomatic representative of 
Georgia in Paris. After the conquest of hi.s country by the Red Army, he 
remained the official representative of independent Georgia for t hirteen 
years and continued to serve his own as well as other oppressed peoples. 
To the end of his long and fruitful career, he continued this work 
unceasingly. 

Chkhenkeli's merits will not be forgotten. His name will occupy an 
honored place in the history of our peoples. 
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Notes on Contributors 

' M. ABRAMTCHIK: Graduate engineer. Chairman of the League for the 
Liberation of the Peoples of the USSR (Paris Bloc) and President of the Rada 
of the Belorussian Democratic Republic. An active figure in the Belorussian 
liberation mov ement. 

S. DOVHAL: Graduate engineer. Assistant professor in the Ukrainian Tech
nical Institute, New York, and the Ukrainian Technical and Economic Institute, 
Munich. A student of the Soviet economy. Journalist; editor of various academic 
and political periodicals. ' 

AHMED ALI ASL'AN: An active figure in the North Caucasian liberation 
movement. Author of numerous works on Soviet life, especially education. ' 

V. ZUNNUN and M. TACHMURAT: Journalists; contributors to the 
emigre Turkestan press and ·active figures in the Turkestan liberation movement. 

VLADIMIR BORTNIK: Chairman of the Belorussian National Committee 
in Germany. Journalist ; contributor to Belorussian publications. 

N. ARISSIAN: Armenian journalist. A regular contributor to publications 
of the Institute for the Study of the USSR, Munich. · 

I. MAKSIMETS: Journalist specializing in political, social, economic and 
cultural questions concerning the USSR. Editor of various political periodicals, 
both formerly in the Ukraine and currently in emigration. 




	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12
	13
	14
	15
	16
	17
	18
	19
	20
	21
	22
	23
	24
	25
	26
	27
	28
	29
	30
	31
	32
	33
	34
	35
	36
	37
	38
	39
	40
	41
	42
	43
	44
	45
	46
	47
	48
	49
	50
	51
	52
	53
	54
	55
	56
	57
	58
	59
	60
	61
	62
	63
	64
	65

