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Lobby*

By Zenon Pelensky

America is still wondering how it
was possible for China to fall a victim
to bolshevism. Alter 1945 Moscow'
formed a friendly alliance with China’s
nationalist government, probably foll-
owing up the famous “gentlemen’s agree-
ment“ drawn up in 1943 in Teheran
and Cairo between Roosevelt, Chur-
chill and Stalin, according to which
China was not to he troubled by com-
munism. And yet, not rpiitc 5 years
alter the friendly alliance between
Stalin and Cliiang Kai Slick, we fil'd
China engulfed in a red wave.

The answer is simple. The Chinese
nationalist government, which was on
good terms with Western Europe and
America, could exist only as, long as
these powers sent it help. We must
remember that by 1945 China had al-
ready been at war with Japan for 12
years. For its recovery the country re-
quired continuous support, some kind
of Chinese “Marshall Plan“.

And this is what it did not get. No
direct help was, of course, given to
Chinese communists. But, by deliberat-
ely refusing to help Chinese national-
ists, the communists were indirectly
helped to victory, for everybody knew
what must happen if the nationalists
were deprived of Western assistance.
Much was said later about the mysterious
“China Lobby“ which by intrigues
launched behind the scenes has helped
communism greatly to obtain power.
Attempts were made to spot the gnilty.
Especially the pernicious influence of
the review “Pacific Affairs* was dis-
cussed, and attention was drawn to
Owen Lattimore and even to Philip/)
Jessup; hut nothing could he changed,
China was lost.

It is interesting and instructive to
see how this Was done. “China Lobby*
schemed carefully, delicately, hut re-
solutely. The main aim was to under-
mine Chinese nationalism morally to
start with, and then to destroy it phy-
sically, cost what it might. American
opinion about national China, and,
later, official American propaganda un-
consciously adopted many ideas and
terms that came straight from the
Lobby, i. e. from the diabolic workshop
of Moscow. Chinese nationalism was
branded consequently and obstinately as
reactionary, fascist, mediaeval, old-
fashioned, “a blot on the twentieth
At the Same time the red
side was excused, mitigated, explained.
No, it was not communism, it was
not the destruction of the legal nation-
al and constitutional state, hut merely
the “just liquidation of mediaeval anti-
quities”; it was not the assault on the
principle of private property, it was
merely “an attack on corruption“, etc.

century“.

We have dwelt on the case of China

in order to throw more light on the
theme of the present article, namely
our opinion that a similar *“Russia

Lobby* is in operation in Europe, as
far as America is concerned. We should
not he at all surprised if Russia were
to spread in a similar way all over

Europe as communism did. in China.

We are of opinion that the true
friends and natural allies of the West
and America in their struggle against
bolshevism and Russian imperialism are
solely the nations subjugated by Mos-
cow, both the satellite states and the
“Russian minorities“ proper. Yet, as
in the case of Chinese nationalists,
everything possible is being done to
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weaken, compromise and discourage
those America friendly powers. They
too are constantly being called facists,
separatists, disturbers of the peace,
rebels; they are obstinately accused of
preventing the formation of a com-
mon front and of destroying all united
action in the East by their crazy
chauvinisnj.

The "Shinin" Russia”

Russia shines all the more brilliantly
against this murky background: “etern-
al“, “good“, “long-suffering“, “noble*
Russia, the “other“ Russia that will
appear after the collapse of bolshevism
as the only great, benevolent, fortunate
power for order in the East, now being
anticipated.

Many things point to the presence of
a regular Russia Lobby in Europe
aiming at preserving the unity, glory
and greatness of the Russian Empire,
cost what it may. It is interesting to
note that this campaign is being finan-
ced to a large degree by millions of
dollars from the pockets of American
tax-payers (in addition to huge, so-
called “private funds*).

The work for this “shining Russia“
of the future is done through a number
of different institutions, such as the
“American Committee for the Liber-
ation of the Peoples of Russia“ and the
“Free Russia Fund“. Particular services
were rendered in 1950 by the “Russia
Institute® of Harvard University; it
conducted an “objective” inquiry into
immigration from Eastern Europe after
the war, purposely excluding Western
Ukraine and alowing Ukraine “in the
framework of the Soviet Union“ merely
10% space. Inhabitants of DP camps
were paid DM 10— for providing ser-
viceable statistics. The American “Na-
tional Committee for Free Europe“
stops at Russia's sacred frontiers of
1939; “Radio Free Europe*“ may broad-
cast in the languages of the satellite
states, hut not in those of the sub-
jugated non-Russian nations in the
Soviet Union.

"Ost-Probleme”

Information Services Di-
e. the American

The U.S.A.
vision in Germany i.
tax-paper, has financed now for 4 years
a weekly in German, called “Ost-Prob-
leme*; it appears in Frankfurt/Main
and is quite an interesting periodical
on a fair level of excellence. Signi-
ficantly, the editors know only Russia;
they systematically and deliberately
ignore the existence of the nationality
problem in the U.S.S.R. They pass in
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silence over the national movements of
liberation and the underground revo-
lutionary struggle. The contributors to
this review have almost nothing to
report about the life and work of
Ukrainians, Byelorussians, Georgians,
Turkestani etc. etc.; the culture, art and
science of those nations are insignifi-
cant to them. The reader who has no
other source of information about
Eastern European problems than “Ost-
Probleme* would not have the slightest
idea about one of the most important
problems of the East. The periodical
has a select circle of readers and, con-
sidering the editors’ policy, it is no
wonder that the only problem worth
consideration is the Russian. Neither
the American nor the West European
public learns the full truth; by deliber-
ately omitting facts, Russia's claims are
furthered and Russian imperialism sup-
ported.

”l)er Monat”

The European equivalent of “Pacific
Affairs“ seems to he “Der Monat“, a
monthly in German, published too with
funds supplied by the U.S.A. Inform-
ation Services Division. German has
been chosen as the vehicle of expres-
sion, as more Europeans speak German
than English, especially in Central
Europe. The editor is Mr. Melvin O.
Laslcy. Not for nothing has “Der Monat*
acquired a reputation in Europe as
being a kind of spiritual refuge for all
intellectual communist ~Jng shots who
tried it with Stalin hut have been dis-
appointed. They are all there, the bril-
liant red.stars: Arthur Koestler, Theo-
dor Plivier, Ignatio Silone, Ruth Fischer,
Eugen Lerch, A. Weissberg, Albert Ka-
mus, Gunter Birkenfeld, to mention
only the most prominent, and innumer-
able others, hut not one who was not
nourished at one time or other at the
fount of communism.

We are particularly interested in the
persistency with which this monthly
works for the future “shining Russia“.
The “Ost-Probleme* at least displays
a certain tact, hut “Der Monat“ is out-
spoken and unambiguous. Let me give
one example: When George F. Kennan
published his famous article, “America
and Russian Future* in “Foreign Af-
fairs” in April 1951, Mr. Lasky invited
a number of “Russian experts“ to ex-
press their opinion — but only people
who insist on an undivided Russia
from Kamtchatka to the Carpathians;
not a single Ukrainian, Byelorussian,
Caucasian, not one member of any of
the Siberian peoples was asked to take
part in this remarkable “discussion®.
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Americans, a Broken Reed

Europe thus gets accustomed to the
greatness, the sacred indivisibility of
Russia, as conceived even by Ameri-
cans. Stalin, of course, is a criminal,
for he has “betrayed communism*. The
real high priests have fled to “Der
Monat“. In its pages they preach what
the real meaning of the revolution in
the East should have been if it had not
been falsified by Stalin. From this
crowded “Russia Lobby* a veritable
mildew spreads all over Europe, a slow
poison that makes it ready to receive
Russia.

It is obviously a successful method.
Many people, in particular non-Rus-
sians from the East, are compelled by
this “American publicity” to say: “There
is no use putting any hope in America.
Americans will join hands with Rus-
sians. They are aliens, who will never
he able to understand us. It will be all
the same to them whether we- are sold
to Russia in one way or another. Mr.
Lasky is, after all, an American. Is
there any difference between him and
the worst Russian imperialist? Very
little indeed.

It was thus that the spiritual resist-
ance of the Chinese nationalists was
first paralyzed, then corroded, till in
despair, calumnied and forsaken, they
finally yielded. That is exactly what
the “Russia Lobby* is doing in Europe,
in the American language and at the
expense of the American tax-payer.
America need not he surprized if the
case of China is one day repeated in
Europe.

And why should the peoples of the
East fight on the side of America? It
will not help them —mat least not as
long as the Mr. Lasky’s, the editors of
“Ost-Probleme*, the organizers of “Free
Europe* and the “Councils for the
Liberation of the Peoples of Russia“
look after Russia's interests in Europe.
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Ambassador George F. Kennan

(U.l.S.)) Mr. George F. Kennan’s
appointment as ambassador of the
United States in Moscow has greatly
astonished Ukrainians in exile. It has
been announced that Mr. Kennan will
take up his new duties in March or
April 1952. He is no stranger in Mos-
cow, for he worked there as a Secre-
tary in the United States Embassy for
many years. His promotion from this
relatively linmhle position to the office
of ambassador with full powers is
nothing short of brilliant.

A Great Power like the United States
is, of course, entitled to make ambas-
sadorial appointments in accordance
with its own national interests. But
this should not prevent a really free
public from forming its own opinion.
And that is what we propose to do.

All freedom-loving Ukrainians were
surprised at the news because Mr. Ken-
nan, thanks to a strange combination
of circumstances, has the reputation,
and not only among Ukrainians, of
being profoundly inimical to bolshev-
ism. He is alleged to he the originator
of the now famous policy of contain-
ment towards the Soviets. He is credited
with establishing the principles of a
vigorous campaign to prevent commun-
ists from their further conquest of the
world. He has occasionally been sus-
pected also of having taken part in an
organization for active anti-soviet resist-
ance, a suspicion strengthened by the
leading part he played in the “Free
Russia Fund“ in New York. The fear
has often been expressed that all these
activities of Mr. Kennan will make it
difficult for the government in Moscow
to approve his appointment, all the
more because the “Pravda“, immedi-
ately after Washington’'s plans for his

appointment were made known, pub-
lished a severe criticism of Mr. Kennan,
calling him a warmonger, an agent of
American imperialism, an espionage
chief, etc.

But the article in the “Pravda“ soon
proved to he a mere blind that con-
cealed much that was more important.

We are sure that Mr. Kennan will
receive approval front Moscow. Only
innocent ignoramuses can still he in

doubt. There is no doubt about Mr.
Kennan’s hostility to bolshevism; hut
this is only a half truth. Mr. Kennan'’s
reputation in Moscow does not rest on
his brief connection with the “Free
Russia Fund“. The main thing is that
Moscows knows that Mr. Kennan has
always been an enthusiastic champion of
the unity and indivisilibity of Russia as
an imperium controlling the fate of two
scores of nations. Mr. Kennan is a trust-
ed friend of Russia as a World Power.
He is decidedly against splitting the
Russian imperium up, he even advises
the peoples oppressed by Moscow to
“make peace and cooperate construct-
ively with Moscow*, in other words to
accept the fate of the weaker side.
Ukraine, for instance, is in his view
merely the “Pennsylvania of Russia“.

Mr Kennan’'s article, “America and
the Russian Future® in the April num-
ber, 1951, of “Foreign Affairs“ leaves
no doubt at all about his friendly atti-
tude to Moscow’s greatness. It, more
than anything else, has opened the door
of the Kremlin to Mr. Kennan as the
U.S.A. ambassador.

Ukrainian non-communist politicians
are aware that it is no mere accident
that Mr. Kennan should he appointed
and sent to Moscow just now. There is

Our Readers and Friends wiil be interested to know that the

name of our paper has been altered from "Ukrainian Information Service”

(U.1.S)) to

"UKRAINIAN OBSERVER?”
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problem in general and on present conditions in Ukraine behind the Iron Curtain
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good friends, above all in Anglo-Saxon countries. We shall do our best to main-
tain the level of the paper and trust that it will continue to have a wide appeal.
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much behind this appointment. It is a
presidential year, and the American
people’s longing for peace and inter-
national security is well known. Amer-
ica is ready to make huge sacrifices in.
the cause of peace. The party most
likely to guarantee peace will receive
most votes from American electors.
And here we find the reason for Mr.
Kennan's appointment, e. g. to pro-
duce concrete evidence of security be-
fore the election in November 1952. *

A Dbetter man, a warmer friend of
Russia could not have been found for
the job. Ukrainians fear that Mr. Ken-
nan’s journey to Moscow will prove to
he another Munich or Yalta; a new
wave of appeasement is almost sure to
come. We suddenly realize now how
unreliable and weak Washington’s sup-
port of oppressed “Russian“ nations
must he to permit the appointment of

a man like George F. Kennan to he
American ambassador in Moscow in
1952; these nations know very well

what Mr. Kennan thinks of their
claims. We should not he at all surpris-
ed if the very small American help that
the freedom movements among exiled
peoples at present enjoy were now re-
duced. It goes without saying that Mr.
Kennan's mission to Moscow, like so
many similiar missions of appeasement,
must he unsuccessful in the end. The
only genuine result of Mr. Kennan’s
appointment will inevitably he a weaken-
ing of confidence in the United States
on the part of the nations oppressed by
Moscow. That is a pity.

*

Disintegration of the
"Council for the Liberation of
the Peoples of Russia”

U.1.S.) According to recent reports
in the daily press, the “Council for the
Liberation of the Peoples of Russia“,
formed with much ado in Stuttgart on
August 20, 1951, mainly of Russians,
and completely under Russian leader-
ship, collapsed at the beginning of
January 1952. Readers will remember
the fuss that attended the birth of this
“Council*; it appeared almost as if the
organizers of the plan were aiming at
creating in exile something like a “Rus-
sian democratic counterweight* to Sta-
lin’s regime of terror. It looked at first
as if the “Council* made preparations to
swamp Russia with antibolshevist liter-
ature, to erect powerful radio stations
to penetrate the Iron Curtain, to
bring messages of encouragement and
hope to the tortured nations of the U.S-.
S.R. They spoke and dreamed of dozens,
nay, hundreds of millions of dollars re-
quired by such a huge undertaking.

Four months later, the entire plan
collapsed like a bubble in an atmo-
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sphere of scandal typical of Russians in
exile. Reports were rife in Munich of
questionable money transactions, of
attempts to buy the services of faked
“representatives of Russian minorities*;
mthere were some pugilistic encounters;
some people boasted openly of non-
existent “close connections“ with very
important American offices, etc.

The idea of creating an antibolshev-
ist, united front of Eastern nations
against bolshevism was quite praise-
eworthy in itself. And it was this idea
that was at the bottom of the American
part of the plan “The American
Committee for the Liberation of the
Peoples of Russia“, — under the leader-
ship of Mr. Eugen Lyons. =

It would have been comparatively
easy to purge the European “Council*
of undesirable elements. But the fatal
weakness of the “Council“ lay deeper.
It was overcome by the indestructible
spirit of Russian imperialism and chauv-
inism. The Russian did not, and prob-
ably never will, understand that it is
quite impossible to create such a united
front without a renconciliation with the
nations oppressed by Moscow. Such a
front can be formed only on the basis
of complete equality among its parts,
and Russians in exile do not concede
such equality to the peoples in question.
The right of equality includes the in-
violable right of the individual nations
to a separate existence as independent
states. To what extent they would make
use of this right under genuinely demo-
cratic conditions, could eventually be
seen. But the Russians refused to ack-
nowledge this right even in principle,
and thus exposed the nature of their
pretensions to democracy.

It was the “American Committee”
however, that committed the most
serious error of tactics. Instead of lead-
ing and supervising the enterprise them-
selves, the Americans put all initiative
into the hands of 5 “consolidated* Rus-
sian “democratic* parties — and waited
for marvellous results of a “consolida-
tion“ under the leadership of Alexander
Kerensky. Although the Russians from
the very beginning got all their money
from America, it was partly amusing,
and partly humiliating, to watch their
antics. They behaved as if they alone
were in charge, as if it was their own
money they were spending, as if they
were the bosses, or to use a typically
Russian expression, the “khazains“, the
heads of the house. Equality? American
democratic intentions? No, they, the
Russians invited other nationalities;
they made the regulations and chose
the subjects for discussion at meetings;
they took it for granted that all conces-
sions — concessions, be it noted =
must be due to their good, will, expres-
sions of their grace. This was all found-
ed on the assumption that the Russians
would he the master who would con-
descend to abandon some of his sover-
eignty.
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This kind of “consolidation* was
hut another, and worse, edition of ty-
pical Russian arrogance and imperial-
ism. The Russians have no idea of what
a real “round-table conference* is like,
where all members are equal. They are
ready to take part in a conference only
if they are allowed to take the first
place, the place due to them as a.ruling-
nation. They, surely, are the masters!

The non-Russian nationalities were
quick to notice this and refused to work
on such a basis. The Russians sought a
way out of the blind alley and tried to
put the problem of the representation
of the non-Russian nationalities on a
commercial basis; this opened the way
for disgraceful corruption. “Represent-
atives” of the “nationalities” in question
were picked literally out of the gutter.
Even Mr. Don Levine, the American
protector of the Russians in the “Coun-
cil“ soon saw the quality of the goods
which the Russians were offering the
Americans. They money stopped and in
four mouths the “Council® was no
more.

It is to be hoped that the sponsoring
“American Committee“ has learnt its
lesson and that it will not repeat these
mistakes in the future.

Dollar Millions haunt their
Dreams

(U.1.S.) There have recently been
disquieting signs that certain groups
of Russians in exile are again trying to
swindle huge sums out of Americans
for a doubtful barguain.

The ear-making of $ 100,000,000 in
the American budget of defence to be
used for foreign help, in particular for
the support of the struggle being waged
against bolshevism by the nations op-
pressed by Moscow, haunts the dreams
of many groups of Russian exiles. They
think feverishly about nothing else but
how to get hold of this money.

First, an attempt was made to form
a “Council for the Liberation of tbe
Peoples of Russia“, an anti-bolshevist
front of eastern peoples under Russian
leadership. That would surely be a
cause worthy of American support. This
attempt failed, however, by reason of
the resistance of the non-Russian na-
tions concerned, who proved that the
“Council* contained Russian imperial-
ists of the deepest dye.

Exiled Russians are now trying an-
other line. It seems that the American
funds referred to above are to he used
to support resistance to bolshevism that
cau actually he proved. Now it is well-
known that all resistance against bol-
shevism and Russian imperialism in the
Soviet Union is to he found solely on
non-Russian territory and that it stops
at the frontiers of Great Russia proper.
In and after the Revolution, all the
battles against bolshevism were fought
in non-Russian areas. In Russia proper,
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in Muscovy, there has never been any-
thing corresponding to the Ukrainian
“U.P.A.“ or to partisans elsewhere, e. g.
tbe “Basmachi“ in Turkestan, the
“White Partisans” in Slovakia, the Bye-
lorussian national guerilla troops, etc.

It is nevertheless to he expected that
the Russian N.T.S. (Natsionalno Trudo-
ryi Soyuz = National Labour Union),
an organization with accentuated fascist
leanings will make desperate attempts
to create the impression in the West,
and particularly in America, that it is
an active resistance movement, operat-
ing in Russia. Reports are to be spread
in the West in support of this claim;
in the past, the N.T.S. has already tried
to assert that the resistance struggle of
the U.P.A. is a Russian (!) movement
and proof of their moral strength.

After the collapse of the Russian
“Council* a secret conference was held
in Hamburg in the middle of January
1952 between Alexander Kerensky, the
ex-leader of the “Council”, and V. Bay-
dalakov, the leader of the N.T.S. Several
of their closest supporters were also pre-
sent. The purpose of the conference was
to draw up a plan whereby Kerensky,
who has good connections in the U.S.A.,
is to help Baydalakov, whose reputation
in the same country is not too good, to
sell his “resistance stock” in the United
States. Baydalakov is to be presented as
the “strong mail* of “Russian under-
ground“ with many connections inside
Russia. This, of course, if a fairy tale,
as there is no resistance in Russia. But
they are counting on the famous cre-
dulity of the Americans. In this way
they hope to come into possession of
the looming American dollars.

For a Crumb of Bread . ..

(U.1.S.) According to the latest re-
ports from Moscow, Ukraine delivered
90,850,000 pud (1 pud = about 36 Ibs.)
more wheat to the “beloved Soviet
state”“ in 1951 than in 1950. The soviet
government exported a tiny part of this
abundance to famine-stricken India. In
November 1951, the soviet freighter
“Michurin“ unloaded more than 6000 t
of Ukrainian wheat in Calcutta harbour.
The Soviet press does not mention that
Moscow charged high and immediate
payment for this delivery of *“its"
wheat. Nor does it report that in 1951
the United States undertook to give
India millions of tons of grain valued
at more than 190 million dollars, and
that it mobilized a whole fleet of
freighters for this purpose.

In spite of this, the Soviet press
made great propaganda out of this
shabby Moscow delivery. Tbe Soviet
Ukrainian versifier, Paulo Tychyna, for
instance, (he once was a real poet
before he was forced to toe the party
line) was ordered to write a poem in
honour of the event. Tychyna wrote
as ordered, more even, and then de-

Contiaued oil Page 6
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The Westtls Kit3Xd to Facts

According to the New Testament, the
blind who will not see are the worst:
those wose eyes never penetrate be-
yond the surface, who never see the
powers that are hidden now, though
they will one day appear in full
strength.

Western politicians regard the 1917
Revolution in the Empire of the Ro-
manovs as a Russian revolution. Was
that actually the case?

When the ex-Tsar Nicolaus was in-
terned in one of his palaces during
Kerensky’s farcical government, his
Ukrainian guard hoisted the national
Ukrainian flag one day. The Tsar, when
out for a walk asked the commanding
officer what nationality the blue and
yellow flag represented? “The Ukrain-
ian“, was the reply. And the Tsar ans-
wered gloomily: “Yes, | owe the loss of
my throne to the Ukrainians.” It actu-
ally was regiments of the guard, sol-
diers of Ukrainian nationality stationed
in Petrograd, who were the first to
rebel and who were then joined by the
entire garrison. Is this known to anyone
in the West?

Ukraine was the first centre of
resistance to Lenin

During the first years of Lenin’'s
tyranny, and of civil war in Russia, the
West supported Denikin and Wrangel,
tsarist generals. But none of the poli-
tical leaders of Western Europa noti-
ced that Ukraine was at that time the
real centre of resistance, that Ukrain-
ians consituted the hulk of all anti-
bolslievist armies, that Kyiv, the
Ukrainian capital, the seat of an in-
dependent Ukrainian government with
its own army, resisted long after Deni-
kin was defeated.

Western politicians were not inter-
ested in the reasons for this fact. Why
was the national Ukrainian army able
to resist Red and White Russians for so
long and without any help from out-
side? No attention was paid in the
West to the. striking fact that reports
in all papers at that time (1917— 1920)
on the civil war in Russia contained
names only of Ukrainian, seldom of
Russian towns and that resistance to
bolshevism suddenly ceased along the
ethnographic frontier between Russia
and Ukraine?

By Dr. D. Donzow

Different Standards

The West did not want to know
anything about all this... In 1918,
Ukraine made peace with the Central
Powers, a fact for which Western “de-
have not yet pardoned her,
though she did it only to save her liber-
ty and organize her strength for the
coining attack by Moscow. In 1918, Rus-
sia made a separate peace with Ger-,'
many which the Western “democrats”
pardoned very soon, although it was
treason on Moscow’s part, giving that
power time to organize its later fight
against the West.

mocrats”

Events in Ukraine in 1941 and alter

In 1941 all the bolslievist armies
which consisted of Ukrainian regiments
laid down their arms, and the victor-
ious “democrats* in the West cannot
forgive Ukraine,although it was Ukrain-
ians who started guerilla warfare against
Hitler a year later. In 1939, Stalin
formed an alliance with Hitler which
these “democrats“ forgave completely.

The West seems ready to give Stalin
half of Europe and three-quarters of
Asia, if he will only leave the small re-
mainder of the free world alone. They
forgive him both the cold and the hot
war against the West. What they can-
not forgive is Ukraine's fight against a
despotic Russia. Anyone who dares to
engage in such a fight is labelled *fas-
cist* and “nazi“ in the “democratic*
press. What is it that these politicians
are actually defending? The interests
of the West? Its Christian culture? Or
the interests of the dictators in the
Kremlin who have extirpated whole na-
tions? And why is there so little re-
sistance against Russia’'s friends who
masquerade as “democrats® in the
West?

Western Plans alter the Collapse
of Moscow

As if this were not, enough, these
Western “democrats* are concerned
about the re-erection of their beloved
Muscovite dungeon of nations by Ke-
rensky, as soon as the Red regime of
Moscow shall have collapsed; they are
afraid, lest any of the oppressed nations
should regain their liberty ... Is it not

high time to unmask the *“democratic
friends* of this monstrous regime? Is
it not high ,time for the West, in its
own interest, to support the only po-
wer able to annihilate the tyranny of
Moscow — the freedom-loving peoples
of Europe, including Ukraine?

Dostoyevsky as Witness

If they don’'t believe us, they might
perhaps believe Dostoyevsky, a real
Russian. He knew' very well wdiere the
Achilles heel of the Russian Empire
lay. He writes in one of his hooks:
“The general European ignorance of all
that concerns Russia is of great benefit
to us. It would not help us at .all, if
our neighbours were to he more ob-
servant. Our great strength up till now
cainc from their ignorance of our
affairs. Now, unfortunately, they are
beginning to understand us better, and
that is dangerous ... They are seeing
through a lot. Consider only our vast
area and our borderlands, populated
by non-Russian nations which are in-
creasing in strength from year to
year. .. Consider them and remember
our many vulnerable points.“

A Prc-Uevolulionary Opinion
\Y
Another Russia, B. Chicherin, wrote

in 1881, long before the Revolution, a
memorandum to the Government, where
he says: “We have long, open frontiers
on all sides and their people will not
always he ready to defend them =
Poles, Finns, Germans, Ukrainians, not
even Kazan-Tatars. Liberal reforms will
open up the question of these national-
ities and our bureaucrats will certainly
not succeed in uniting the conflicting
interests of these peoples and in form-
ing a uniform and great empire, a

constitutional Russia.”

He was right. It was beyond the

power either of liberal Tsars or the

“democrat® Kerensky. The Muscovite
Empire is dying. But, as Dostoyevsky
rightly remarked, the West refuses to
notice it; it even wants to revive the
dying monster.

The West will its blindness

bitterly.

repent

(A.UN. Correspondence)
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The Ukrainian Free Academy of Sciences

A Great Cultural Achievement of Ukrainians in Exile

By Professor Petro Kurinny, Chairman of (he U. V.A.N. Section in Germany

The Ukrainian Academy of Sciences
(U.A.N.) was founded in Kyiv, the
capital of Ukraine, as a result of
the Ukrainian Revolution of Liberation
in 1919. Under the regime of Pavlo
Skoropadsky, the Ukrainian hetman,
the Academy became a state institution.
Its foundation was an important sign
of the renaissance of intellectual life
in Ukraine, for up to the collapse of
the Tsar's Empire in 1917, cultural
life in Ukraine had been suppressed in
accordance with the general and ruth-
less policy of the All-Russian regime.
Russian jingoist imperialism put all
possible obstacles in the path of cul-
tural and scientific life in Ukraine. It
robbed the country of its scientific
leaders and discouraged the study of
specifically Ukrainian national needs
and problems.

As soon as the fetters of Tsarist im-
perialism were broken, it soon became
clear what valuable intellectual forces
were still alive in Ukraine. The Ukrain-
ian Academy of Sciences experienced
an enthusiastic period of foundation
that was all too short. The best scientists
both in Eastern and Western Ukraine
reported for work. Contacts were
formed with many scientific institutions
throughout the world and a lively
exchange of ideas ensued.

For u Crumb ... Continued from Page 4

livered a long story in verse to the
propaganda office in Moscow. After
passing the censor, it appeared in
“Radyanska Ukrainia“ in Kyiv. We re-
produce an extract:

“And now the Indians rejoice — hail!
hail! It is Stalin who sent us the wheat.
O, brothers! What cargoes have arrived!
Now there is an end to misery and
tears. The Soviet freighter'has brought
us wheat from the Soviet Union.“

So it goes on for lines and lines. It
was not sufficient for India to pay”~cash
for the wheat — they are required
to pay much more for the *“generous
help“: they are expected to reconstruct
the entire state of India and its society.
Tychyna “sings*:

“And then the Indians thought:
Changes? Yes! If the workers in India
are to live, both the plants (referring
to Michurin’s theory of plant-breeding)
and the constitution of the state would
have to be changed.“

And all for 6,000 tons of Ukrainian
wheat.

Prof. Dr. D. Doroslicnko (1882—1951)
First President of U.V.AN.

This activity continued even during
the first years of occupation of Ukraine
by the bolshevists. The Academy as-
sumed the name of All-Ukrainian
Academy of Sciences (V.U.A.N.), as a
symbol of its interest in the cultural
life of all Ukrainians. (After World
War 1 important parts of Ukraine were
occupied by Poland, Hungary, Rumania
and Czecho-Slovakia.)

The year 1929 marked the zenith of
the Academy'’s life, but also the beginn-
ing of severe attacks against it by Rus-
sian bolshevism. The Academy was
accused of fostering Ukrainian nation-
alism and of aiming at separating the
intellectual life of Ukraine from that
of Russia. During the next 4 years (up
to 1933), the original staff of the
Academy was completely broken up,
deported, arrested, transferred or
liquidated.

The following statistics show clearly
how heavily the hand of Moscow' rested
on the Academy: archaeology, repre-
sented by many first-rate Ukrainian ex-
perts, was always on a particularly
high level in Kyiv. An All-Soviet
Congress of Archaeologists from Febr.
25— 28, 1945, was attended by dele-
gates of the following nationalities:
Russians — 105, Jews — 11, Ukrain-
ians — 6, Georgians — 6, Armenians
— 3, Poles — 3, Byelorussians — 1,
Uzbecks — 1, Cossacks — 1, Aserbei-
janians — 1, Buryets — 1. But iu 1929

there were still 49 Ukrainians in lead-
ing positions in charge of many scienti-
fic archaeological excavations.

Before its destruction, the Academy
had 81 full members and more than
600 scientific collaborators of various

rank. It had 71 Chairs, 3 technical-
scientific institutes, 1 psycho-technical
institute, 1 institute of geography, 1

institute of scientific photography,
1 institute of European culture, 1 in-
stitute of philology, 1 institute for
research in works by Taras Shevchenko,
7 other institutes of research, 8 special
libraries, while it administered and
supervised 16 museums.

The bolshevists gradually changed
the character of the Academy. They
transformed an institute of research,
devoted particularly to Ukrainian cul-
ture and history, into a kind of in-
dustrial and agricultural college, wdiose
chief function was to train technicians
for the material exploitation of Ukraine
in the interest of Moscow.

The restrictions placed in Ukraine
on intellectual life and true science by
Russian bolshevists, their repudiation
of humanism and their materialist
philosophy of life and history led at
last to the foundation abroad of a
Ukrainian Free Academy of Sciences
(U.V.A.N)), a creation of Ukrain-
ians in exile. The fundamental aim of
the U.V.A.N. is to free Ukrainian learn-
ing from Russian bolshevist material
philosophy. Itlis a non-political, non-
party organization which endeavours to
maintain contact with similar scientific
organizations throughout the free world.
It is based on idealism, on the absolute
liberty of conscience and thinking, on
religious tolerance and respect for the
scientific opinions and convictions of
others. The U.V.A.N. regards it as its
supreme task to cultivate everything
in the province of intellectual and
scentific life that is forbidden and
practically impossible under the totali-
tarian regime of Russian bolshevism at
home.

The U.V.A.N. was initiated on No-
vember 11, 1945 at Augsburg, Bavaria,
in order to continue the work of the
Kyiv Academy that had been destroyed.
The following figures show how mem-
bership has increased: in 1945 — 12,
1946 — 92, 1947 — 150, 1950 — 260.
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| i Ukraine Behind the Iron Curtain

Moscow’s 1952 Program for Ukraine:

Russification and Exploitation

(U.1.S)) The end of 1951 saw Ukraine
living and slaving under the increasing
pressure of Russian imperialism. We
do not need to seek proof of this in
reports form underground channels; it
is obvious from authentic and official
soviet publications.

In No. 330 of the “Pravda“, for in-
stance, (No. 26, 1951) there is an inter-
esting account of the plenary session
of the Central Committee of the Com-
munist Party (B) of Ukraine. The
agenda contained only two points,
viz. 1. The unsatisfactory condition of
ideological work and party propaganda
in Ukraine, and measures for its im-
provement, and 2. The preparation of
the kolkhose, the M.T.S. and the sow-
khose in Ukraine in order to achieve
maximum production in all branches
of agriculture in 1952.

To put it shortly, the communist
party in Ukraine was concerned mainly
with the facts 1) that Ukraine is not
sufficiently Russian and bolshevist, and
2) that it should produce more de-
liveries for Moscow.

The whip of Moscow’s criticism, ter-
rorism and dissatisfaction was in the
hands of the secretary of the Central
Committee, L. 0. Melnikov, a Russian,
who has been the representative of the
regime in Ukraine for the last 3 years.
His severe, sometimes devastating, cri-
ticism revealed all the problems, dif-

Of those, about 100 work regularly for
the Academy.

Research in the U.V.A.N. is divided
into 5 departments and 22 sections.
The departments are: 1. History and
Philosophy; 2. Law and Economics; 3.
Natural Sciences;; 4. Medicine 5. Ma-
thematics and Technology. During the
five years of its existence the Free

Academy has held more than 400
lectures.

In consequence of the difficult
financial situation in Germany, the
headquarters of the U.V.A.N. was
transferred in 1950 from Augsburg to

Winnipeg, Ont.,, Canada. The death in
1951 of its co-founder and president,
Prof. Dr. Dmytro Doroslienko, an
eminent Ukrainian historian, was a
severe blow for the Free Academy. A
new president has not yet been elected.
The first vice-president, Prof. Dr.
Leonid Bilecky, and the secretary, Prof.

ficulties and the more or less open
resistance which Moscow had to meet
in Ukraine in 1951.

In connection with the first point
on the agenda, the Communist Party of
Ukraine was censured for its lack of
energy and vigilance in combating
“nationalist ideology, political opportun-
ism and cosmopolitanism“ although
Stalin’s demands and instructions were
familiar to all communists.

Now, as before, Enemy Nr. 1 was
“Ukrainian bourgeois nationalism*“. The
following central organizations of cult-
ural life in Soviet Ukraine were sub-
jected in turn to such censure: 1. The
Union of Soviet Writers in Ukraine;
2. The Union of Soviet Composers in
Ukraine; 3. The Union of Soviet Artists
in Ukraine; 4. The All-Ukrainian Aca-
demy of Science; 5. The Committee for
art in the cabinet of Ukraine and, in
addition, a number of leading Soviet
Ukrainian newspapers.

Moscow’s representative in Ukraine
was particularly incensed by the tardy
progress in the integration of the
language of Soviet Ukraine with Rus-
sian. The following is an extract:

“Even today many words are still
being deliberately used in papers, ma-
gazines and conversation which Ukrain-
ian nationalists have introduced because
they do not resemble the correspond-
ing Russian expressions; nationalists
Dr. Yaroslav Rudnytsky, are in Win-
nipeg.

The U.V.A.N. has branches and in-
stitutes in the United States, France,
Germany, Argentina, etc. The Slavic
Institute and the Shevchenko Institute
are in Winnipeg. The Institute of
Ukrainian Geography, the Institute of
Eastern Europe, the Institute of Archae-
ology and the Technological Institute
work in Munich. In addition, the Free
Academy has a number of special in-
stitutes, such as the Commission for the
Protection of Monuments of Ukrainian
Culture, the Ukrainian Archives (with
a complete collection of Ukrainian pub-
lications which have appeared abroad
since the war) and a number of im-
portant Ukrainian libraries abroad. It
publishes many scientific works; it has
printed 73 scientific treatises, includ-
ing some valuable essays. Lack of funds
prevents the Academy from printing

wish to keep the two languages sepa-
rate. The Ukrainian Academy of Science,
the literary institutes and some writers
are not sufficiently energetic in freeing
the Ukrainian language from the rub-
bish introduced by bourgeois national-
ists.”

The various secretaries, who are also
heads of departments in the communist
organizations were severely criticized
for slackness in their sections and for
failing to exercise proper supervision.

When Melnikov finished, reports
were given by practically all the im-
portant functionaries in the Communist
Party (B) of Ukraine; there was an orgy
of self-criticism and all promised to mend
their ways. It was once more decided
to fight “bourgeois Ukrainian nation-
alism“ to the death. All, one after
another, promised to “consolidate the
unbreakable bonds between the Ukrain-
ian people and its elder brother, the
Russian people“. All resolved to draw
more freely on “the inexhaustible stores
of Russian culture and make them more
accessible to Ukraine“. In other words,
promises were registered to russify
Ukrainians more completely and rapidly
than ever.

Criticism and resolutions of the
Central Committee of the Communist
Party (B) of Ukraine in connection
with Ukraine’'s position as regards
Soviet imperialism, ran along the same
lines. Here, too, faults and sins of omis-
sion were confessed and improvement
was repentantly promised. Here, too,
promises were made of more work,
greater pains, bigger harvests, and still

all the results of scientific research that
it has collected during the past years,
which means that much valuable ma-
terial, referring in particular to Eastern
Europe, cannot be made accessible to
those interested.

The Free Academy is financed en-
tirely by the very modest funds sup-
plied by Ukrainians in exile. It has no
outside means of support, especially
no American resources. But the work
and financial sacrifices of these men
and women are a very real contribution
to the world’'s struggle against totali-
tarianism and bolshevism, and its fight
for liberty, especially for freedom of
thought, conscience and science. Ukra-
inians in exile are rightly proud of
this great achievement. They' believe
the day will come when the Academy
will return to Kyiv, where it will con-
tinue its work of teaching and research
for Ukraine and humanity as a whole.
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An Orgy of Russian Jingoism

A Severe Attack by Moskow’s Minion on the Ukrainians University in Lviv

(U.I.S.)) On July 2, 1951 an article
appeared in No. 183 of the “Pravda“,
entitled, “Against Distortions of ldeo-
logy in Literature*, in which Volotlymyr
Sossyura, the Ukrainian poet, was sev-
erely censured for “Ukrainian national-
istic deviations“. The article was more
than mere literary criticism. It was
the signal for the start of a lengthy
anti-Urkainian campaign launched hy
Moscow throughout the U.S.S.R. As if
hy order, a two-day meeting of the
Central Committee oj the Communist
Party of Ukraine was held a fortnight
after the publication of this article,
where members vied with each other in
long-winded self-criticism and servile
fawnings before Moscow. The central
committee regretted that it had failed
in “Bolshevist vigilance* by permitting
“this lapse into Ukrainian nationalism®.

The most recent of these victims —
hut certainly not the last — was the
Ukrainian University of Lviv, Western
Ukraine. On 1. 12. 1951, an article
appeared in Radyansha Uhrainqg, en-
titled “Serious Faults in History Lec-
tures at Lviv University*. The article
By way of penance to Stalin and Mos-
cow for this sin, anti-nationalist agita-
tion set in, claiming many victims in
Ukraine. The most recent of these
victims — but certainly not the last-

greater exploitation of the country in
order to “provide the soviet father-
land, the beloved soviet state, with the
necessary produce it demanded”.

The meeting of the communist Central
Committee is a kind of preview of the
soviet programme for Ukraine in 1952.
This programme contains only 2 points
for the subjugated territory, namely,
russification and exploitation.

Russian Teachers

(U.1.S.) Stepan Nazarchuh, a Ukrain-
ian motor mechanic who works in a
motor factory in Lviv, wrote a letter a
short time ago to the *“Radyanska
Ukraina“. Or rather, as is always the
case, a “suggestion“ was put to him to
write such a letter. Mr. Stepan Na-
zarehuk writes that he “is happy to be
a co-owner of the factory, to forge his
own luck”. He adds “here we have Rus-
sians, Georgians and Byelorussians,
people of different nationalities, but all
like brothers“. So far, good. And then
the rub comes. “The Russians are our
best friends, there are many of them —
Alexander Perfilov, Ilvan Ssokin, Ti-
mofey Cliyrov, Semyon Vestryobov, etc.
They teach us how we have to live
and work for the welfare of our Soviet
Fatherland.”

was the Ukrainian University of Lviyv,
Western Ukraine. On 1. 12. 1951, an
article appeared in Radyanska Ukraina,
entitled “Serious Faults in History
Lectures at Lviv University”. The article
was signed hy Comrades L. Kizia, A.
Korniychuk, and K. Stetsiuk. These
names are significant as being those of
the first comrades to get a ribbing from
the Central Committee (published hy
the “Pravda“ in July 1951). To wash
their own slate clean and give proof of
their reliability and loyalty, they now
denounce others. Denunciation in the
press is so characteristic of present
life in Ukraine that it is worth while
giving details. We quote:

“The lectures on the history of the
Soviet Union and Ukraine at Lviv Uni-
versity are far below the requisite level
as regards political theory; they do not
satisfy the demands of a university
course. The lecturers (Aladkin, Herbyt-
ski, Ossechnyisky, Tsybko, Hladkivsky,
Horbatiuk, etc.) neglect or merely touch
on problems which ought to educate
students in the spirit of live-giving
soviet patriotism and of our father-
land’s great friendship of peoples.
It is not made sufficiently clear to
students that the Ukrainian people owes
these achievements to the beloved
soviet state, to the help of the great
Russian people, the bolshevist party
and the mighty Stalin. The reactionary
and aggressive nature of Anglo-Saxon
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imperialism is not sufficiently stressed.
There is not enough connection be-
tween the lectures and the facts of the
construction of socialism, particularly
in Western Ukraine ... In particular,
Professor Aladkin, who lectures on the
history of Ukraine, has omitted to lay
hare the bourgeois, nationalistic nature
of the historical theory of M. Hrusliev-
sky and his school Professor Os-
sechynsky found it necessary to present
to his students the smallest details of
the counter-revolutionary views of every
nationalistic, bourgeois Ukrainian his-
torian, he quotes long extracts from
their rubbish; in this most reprehen-
sible way be creates a platform for the
enemy . .. The degree papers do not
contain themes dealing with the aggres-
sion of Anglo-Saxon imperialism and
the criminal activity of its Ukrainian
nationalistic and bourgeois minions . . .
There is a lack of a healthy spirit of
fighting; no attempt is made to lay hare
hostile ideology, especially that of
Ukrainian bourgeois nationalism.”

The article closes with a summary
of the best way of meeting those fail-
ings. “The inspired works of Comrade
Stalin on Philology must be the basis
of a proper view of the history of
Ukraine, works which have contributed
greatly to the astounding progress of
soviet science, which were, indeed, a
milestone on that great highway.“

The organs of the M.G.B. are sure
to have received more severe instruc-
tions to remedy these failings. No such
censure is ever passed on a Russian
university. It is only in non-Russian
peoples in the U.S.S.R. that science and
culture is attacked by Moscow in an
orgy of Russian jingoism.

Tara8 Shevchenko
was 'discovered” by the Russians

(U.1.S.) What wonderful fellows the
Russians are we learn at last now that
the CommunistParty has revealed all
their abilities and virtues. We have
learnt, for instance, that Russians were
the first to invent the aeroplane, the
steam-engine, the automobile, the tele-
phone, the submarine, and God knows
what else. They founded bacteriology,
discovered the viruses of most diseases,
their surgeons were pioneers, etc., etc.

It is natural in view of these epoch-
making inventions and cultural achieve-
ments that the Russians should also
have discovered Taras Shevchenko and
made him great. If there were no Rus-
sians, there would be no great Shev-
chenko. This is the conclusion anybody
would come to who read the exalted
notices in the soviet press on the first
performance in Moscow of the coloured
film, “Taras Shevchenko*.

Two such notices appeared lately in
“Radyanska  Ukraina“ and “Vilna
Ukraina“. Even the titles are character-

mStelmakh writes.

istic: “Thanks to the Lenin-Stalin-Party*
and “Hail to the Russian People!” We
quote:

“Our hearts overflow with unspeakable
pride in our great soviet people and
in the wise party of Stalin and Lenin
when we see this fantastically beautiful
film full of poetry . the poet M.
“And if our people
can be justly proud of the great Taras
Shevchenko we must express our
warmest thanks to Lenin and Stalin's
party and to the Soviet power.”
(Shevchenko lived from 1814— 1861, at
a time, that is, when there was not a
sign of Lenin-Stalin or of such a party).
“With a father’s love the soviet power
and the party have preserved the works
our great poet and have purged them (!)
oft the blots that the foul hands of
Ukrainian nationalists made on them.*

In the other notice, Iryna Kyrychenko
writes: “The film shows the friendship
between Taras Shevchenko and the
leading representatives of the great
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Russian people ... when we look at this
film, our heart overflows with pride in
our Russian brothers who have rescued
Taras Shevchenko for us and have
helped him to climb the peak of genius.
That was the work of leading Rus-
sians;.. Thanks to our Russian brothers,
Shevchenko and his great poems have
been preserved for the Ukrainian
people ... When we come out of the
cinema, we feel like shouting “Hail to
the Russian people!*

Thanks to our Russian brothers? Yes,
Shevchenko was by birth the serf of a
big Russian landowner in Ukraine, and
liberated by him in his 18th year in
return for 1,000 roubles. It was the
Russian Tsar who signed with his own
hand his sentence, when he was 36, to
punitive military service for his “rebel-
lious ideas“. For ten years Russian
sergeants and officers drilled him in
exile and only let him go in 1850 when,
at 46, he was an old, broken man. It
was the Russian government that pro-
hibited the publication of his poems for
years and punished severely their cir-
culation as manuscripts among the
Ukrainian people. These are hard facts.

In spite of all this, Moscow asserts
today that it was the Russians who
saved Shevchenko’s life and work, and
helped him “to greatness, to the peak
of fame*“. We often wonder what bol-
shevism is? This is Russian bolshevism.

Ukrainian Opera in Moscow

Russians alteF Ukrainian History
to Suit themselves

(U.1.S)) Russian imperialists give
themselves great trouble to convince
their subjugated peoples of their ever-
lasting friendship. A short time ago the
Stanislavsky Theatre in Moscow decided
to produce “The Zaporag Cossacks Be-
yond The Danube“, one of the most
popular Ukrainian operas in the 19th
century. The libretto was written by
M. Kostomariv,, a Ukrainian historian.
It describes scenes from the life of the
Ukrainian Zaporog Cossacks and their
courageous wars of liberation from
Russia. As these historical facts did not
suit the Russians, the management of
the theatre in Moscow decided to alter
entirely the Ukrainian history presented
An article in the “Literaturnaya Ga-
zetta”, a Moscow paper, dated January
10, 1952, describes what this classical
Ukrainian opera looks like on a Mos-
cow stage:

“The music by S. Hulak-Artemowsky
is inspired by ardent patriotism. But
the old libretto, the work of the histor-
ian, M.Kostomariv, is full of distortions
of historical facts that are anti-patriotic
and nationalistic in nature. — The
management of the theatre has not
changed the colourful music, hut it
commissioned G. Shipov to write a new
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libretto In the new version, the
deeds of the Zaporog Cossacks have an
internal logical truth and are organically
connected with the music, which greatly
enhances the power of the final scene,
“The Cossacks’ Prayer“. Here the Za-
porog Cossacks .pray to their Russian
liberators, to the people which is hound
for ever to the Ukrainian people by
indestructible bonds of.friendship.”

The events of the new libretto take
place in the years 1828 and 1829. Ac-
cording to Moscow, Ukraine regarded
the Russians as liberators in the first
half of the 19th century and worshipped
them in gratitude. In works by Western
Europeans who travelled in Ukraine
in the first half of the 19th century,
however, we read that then, as now, all
Ukrainians regarded the Russians as
their oppressors, and that “the hatred
of Ukrainians for Russians is increas-
ing“. (See e. g. the hook by J. G. Kohl,
a German historian, “The Ukraine.Little
Russia“, Dresden 1841, pp. 315— 316.)

The extract from the Moscow paper
shows how brazenly Russians falsify
the history of Ukraine. Such forgeries
have been common for centuries, so it
is little wonder that the outside world
should be so ill informed about the
Ukrainian people.

"The Most Rabid Fiends”

Ukrainian Nationalists are Regarded
as Enemy No. 1.

(U.1.s.) At the plenary meeting of
the Central Committee of the Com-
munist Party (B) of Ukraine on Novem-
ber 25, 1951, details of which are given
on another page of this issue, Leonid
O. Melnikov, the Russian secretary of
the organization, gave an address from
which we quote:

“The bourgeois of Ukraine and their
nationalistic prophets are, and always
were the detestable agents of foreign
imperialism, the most rabid, blood-
thirsty enemies of the Ukrainian nation.
They have always tried to separate the
Ukrainian people from its closest ally,
its best friend, its older brother, the
Russian people, and to isolate Ukrain-
ian from Russian culture. These na-
tionalistic bloodhounds have always
been particularly ruthless in their
antagonism to leninism, the greatest
product of Russian culture. But the
power of the soviet state, the in-
destructible friendship between Russia
and Ukraine, our eternal alliance, will
trample the poisonous viper of Ukrain-
ian nationalism to death.” — Such is
culture!
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Ukrainians al the Meeting of
the "Union of European Youth”

(Y.Z.P.) The German organizations
of the above European Union sent
delegates to a meeting that was held
in the House of European Youth at
Marienberg (Westerwald) 17.— 19. Dec.
1951. The purpose of the meeting was
to work out directives and set up con-
ditions for cooperation with different
national groups of exiles from Eastern
Europe. Guest delegates included re-
presentatives of various German youth
organizations, one Bulgarian, two re-
presentatives of the Russian N.T.S. and
one representative of the Ukrainian
Youth Association (S.U.M.). Graf Wer-
thern, who was in charge of proceedings,
opened the meeting with a speech that
outlined the problems to he discussed.
He stressed the following points:

1) Opposition to the formation of
national big states, such, for instance,
as Great Hungary, Great Poland and
Great Ukraine, etc.;

2) Opposition to all “nationalism“
and “separatism“ as lending support to
the thesis of the invincibility of the
Red Army, the Party and the People;

3) The necessity for distinguishing
between Russians and communists. He
said that it was essential to make some
sort of beginning to found a United

Europe and that negotiations should
start with exiled representatives of
national states as they existed in
1937 ().

In the ensuing discussion on the
problem of a United Europe and
Ukraine, the Ukrainian representative
stated that Ukraine had never cherished
imperialist aspirations and that, there-
fore, the term, “Great Ukraine“ was
out of place. He thought that oppo-
sition should he directed in the first
instance against the imperialist claims
of various groups of exiles and less
against so-called “nationalisms* and
“separatisms“. The Ukrainian repre-
sentative emphasized that, culturally
and psychologically, Ukraine belonged
to Europe and that it would he de-
cisively important for that continent’s
economy if Ukraine became part of the
Union of Europe.

The meeting terminated with the
appointment of a “Commission for All-
European Cooperation“, consisting of
Graf Werthern, representing Germany,
the Bulgarian and one delegate from the
Russians. The Ukrainian representative
protested against any attempts by the
Russian to represent Ukraine or speak
on her behalf. He also said that it was
not at all in the interest of the cause
of Europe and the idea of a United
Europe to disregard for reasons of
“political tactics* a nation which is still
fighting for existenceagainstbolshevism.

Continued on Page 13
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January 22,1918 mid 1919

Two Memorable Dates in

By Z.

Every year Ukrainians in the free
world celebrate a double event on
January 22. Firstly, they commemorate
the proclamation of tlie independence
of Ukraine and its secession from Rus-
sia (January 22, 1918). Secondly, they
celebrate the proclamation of the
union of all Ukrainian ethnic territories
in one state (January 22, 1919). The
following recapitulation may illustrate
the significance of those two dates.

The Partition oj Ukraine

Up to the outbreak of World War I,
Ukraine, against the will of its people,
bad been divided into two. Russia
owned by far the greater part, about
85% of the total Ukrainian territory,
with about 40 million inhabitants. The
remaining 15% of Ukrainian territory,
with more than 5 million inhabitants,
belonged to the Empire of Austria-
Hungary, and comprised Eastern Gali-
cia, Carpatho-Ukraine and North Bu-
kovina.

“Russian“ Ukraine

The outbreak of revolution in Russia
in March 1917 released social and na-
tional revolutionary movements in that
part of Ukraine. On March 17, 1917,
the Ukrainian Central Council was
established in Kyiv on a broad, de-
mocratic basis, as the representative
body of all political parties and social
classes of the country. Prof. Mylchailo
Hrushevsky was elected President of
the Central Council, which was con-
sidered to be the revolutionary parlia-
ment of Ukraine. Intoxicated with joy
at the fall of the abhorred autocratic
regime of the Tsars and with the demo-
cratic and liberal ideas of the early
revolutionary period, the Ukrainian
Central Council did not immediately
sever the bonds uniting the country
to Russia. In the light of the socialist
and liberal doctrines that swayed this
parliament, it seemed possible to lead
a free life in federal union with the
Other peoples of the former imperium.

All Russians Are Imperialists

This proved to be a false hope. The
Russians, the ruling nation in the im-
perium, even when disguised as demo-
crats, had no intention of allowing the
other nations to lead a free life. Op-
pression by the Tsars was succeeded
by democratic, Russian nationalist and
imperialist tyranny. The great country
was, as before, to be centrally govern-
ed from Petersburg or Moscow. Stern
measures were taken to suppress na-
tional liberation movements among the
non-Russian nations that had been sub-

Ukrainian Modern History

Poray
jugated up till then, particularly
Ukraine. One of the most intolerant

and chauvinist leaders at that time was
Mr. Alexander Kerensky, the notorious
Prime Minister in the “democratic*
Provisional Government at Petersburg.

Four Historical Messages

Increasing Russian pressure produced
corresponding counter-pressure from the
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frame-work of a Federal Republic of
all former nations of the Empire. The
proclamation of an independent repu-
blic was Ukraine’s direct answer to the
boshevist coup of November 11, 1917
in Petersburg. Ukraine knew too well
what the consequences of this seizure
of power byr the bolshevists woidd be
for the world, and immediately set up
a defence. As was to be expected, the
bolshevist at once made a war of ag-
gression on Ukraine. But it is much
more important to note that this Mes-
sage expressed a desire long cherished
by the Ukrainian people to be master
in its own state and of its own fate.
On January 22,- 1918, tlie “Fourth
Message* of the Ukrainian Central

Tlie Proclamation of the integration of Ukrainian territories, into one independent
sovereign state, in Kyiv, Jan. 22, 1919.

non-Russians nations. This found ex-
pression in Ukraine in four historical
messages or proclamations issued by the
Ukrainian Central Council (the so-call-
ed “Four Universals®). With increasing
energy and decision these proclaimed
the will of Ukraine, first for autonomy,
then for complete independence.

The “First Message“ of the Central
Council to the Ukrainian people ap-
peared on June 23, 1917; it announced
that “from now on, Ukraine will strive
to realize its national aims independ-
ently*.

On July 16, 1917, the “Second Mes-
sage“ appeared, announcing an argee-
ment between Ukraine and Kerensky’s
Provisional Government with regard
to autonomy for Ukraine.

Re-establishment of the Ukrainian
State

On November 20, 1917, the “Third

Message“ was issued by the Central
Council, announcing that “Ukraine is
hereivith constituted an independent
national republic*, but still in the

Council was issued proclaiming
Ukraine’ full sovereignty as a national
republic and her separation from Rus-
sia. This put the coping stone on a
structure which had been planned for
generation..

For Ukrainians it was not essential
that the young Ukrainian state was not
able to withstand the attacks of bolshev-
ist hordes for more than 2 years. It is
first of all the idea behind the Fourth
Message that matters. When free
Ukrainians throughout the world cel-
ebrate January 22, 1918, they thereby

renew tlie oath expressed in the 4th
Message to strive and fight until
Ukraine's freedom, sovereignty and
political integrity is assured. For

Ukrainians there is no abandonment
of tlie principles of this Message.

January 22, 1919 is a date of equal
importance to Ukrainians.

We must revert here for a moment
to the history of the Austrian part of
Ukraine. As already mentioned, there
were more than 5 million Ukrainians,
mostly on their ethnic territory, in the
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empire of Austria-Hifngary. This em-
pire collapsed on November 1, 1918,
and all the nations in it quarrelled
about the succession. Ukrainian claims
to the territory inhabited mainly by
Ukrainians were disputed by Poles,
Czechs, Hungarians and Rumanians.
The Ukrainians did not wait to be
attacked, but erected the independent
state of Western Ukraine in Lviv, its
capital, on November 1, 1918, includ-
ing, in tlie first place, the area of
Eastern Galicia. They soon found them-
selves involved in bitter conflict with
Poland, though there was only a small
minority of Poles in Galicia.

Two Ukrainian Slates

There were therefore at the turn of
the year 1918/19 two Ukrainian states
in Eastern Europe: 1. the Eastern State,
the Ukrainian National Republic
(U.N.R.), on wliat had been Russian
territory, with Kyiv as its capital; 2. the
Western State, the Wcst-Ukrainian Na-
tional Republic (Z.U.N.R.), on what
had been Austrian territory, with Lviv
as its capital. This division was to a
great degree the result of considerations
of foreign policy. As Austrian successor
states, Eastern Galicia, Carpatho-
Ukraine and North Bukowina were
subordinate after November 1, 1918 to
the Allied and Associated Powers in
Paris. The Ukrainians based then-
hopes of recognition of the independ-
ence of sovereignty of the West Ukrain-
ian state by the High Allies in Paris
on the right of peoples to self-deter-
mination (Wilson’s Fourteen Points).
As Eastern Ukraine was not subordinate
to the Allies in Paris, it would only
have complicated the situation to unite
the two sections of the country at that
time.

Rejection by the West

It was soon obvious, however, that
the West was not inclined to support
Ukrainians in their just fight for liber-
ation. On the contrary, the West sup-
ported Poland; France even helped the
Poles to equip their army against
Ukraine (the so-called “Haller-Army*).
But the feeling of national unity among
Ukrainians proved stronger and more
spontaneous than all constitutional and
international considerations. Yielding
to the pressure of public opinion, the
Parliaments of the two Ukrainian Re-
publics formed one state, thus re-unit-
ing Ukrainian territories that had been
separated for centuries.

A Holy Oath

This union was solemnly celebrated
on January 22, 1919 in Kyiv, the capi-
tal of the now united Ukraine. The
text of the union -waes read to a huge
and enthusiastic crowd before the Ca-
thedral of St. Sophia. It marked a
climax in the tragic struggle for liber-
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Kruty

a Ukrainian Thermopylae

In Memory of January 30, 1918

(U.1.S.) Thermopylae, the Greek pass
between the Callidromas range and the
sea, has become a symbol for courage-
ous defence. It was there that 300 Spar-
tans fell lighting against Persian in-
vaders in the year 480 B. C., setting
up a standard of patriotic heroism and
manly devotion to a great ideal. Though
every one of them fell, the barbarian,
the Persian king, was held up and
Greece remained free.

The Ukrainian people may with
pride record a new Thermopylae in the
blood-stained pages of its modern his-
tory. We recall events: On January 22,
1918 the Ukrainian Central Council,
the national parliament of Ukraine
proclaimed the sovereignty of the
Ukrainian national state.

Russian bolshevists, who had seized
power 6 weeks previously, on Novem-
ber 11, 1917 in St. Petersburg, immedi-
ately set about restoring the united
Russian imperium and ruthlessly attack-
ed Ukraine after its declaration of in-
dependence.

Trotzky sent bolshevist troops to
quell “rebellious Ukraine“, one of the
first being that under Col. Muravyev,
a Muscovite, who attacked Kyiv, the
capital. Muravyev bad about 7— 8000
men under him, mostly Russian sailors
from war- ports on the Baltic, chiefly
from Cronstadt. In those confusing days
of revolution, this was a troop of some
size.

On January 28, 1918 — 6 days after
Ukraine’s declaration of independence
— a report reached the commander of

ation that has cost Ukrainians for
centuries so much blood and so many
tears. In addition to the oath of Ja-
nuary 22, 1918, when the Ukrainian
people swore that they woidd never
again give up their independence as a
state, a year later the people, on Ja-
nuary 22, 1919 swore that they would
never allow their country to be divided
again. Although Poles, Czechs, Hungar-
ians and Rumanians stole bits of
Ukraine in the period from 1918 till
1923, the oath still held and will hold
for ever.

It is clear now why Ukrainians
throughout the whole free world cele-
brate January 22. This is for them a
solemn state festival; it is observed
everywhere, even Underground in So-
viet Ukraine, under the eyes of Russian
bolshevist dictators. January 22 is for
free Ukrainians what July 4 is for
Americans and July 14 for Frenchmen.
It is a date whose glory will illumine
many centuries to come.

Kyiv that Muravyev was rapidly ap-
proaching the town from the north-east.
Just then the town had no experienced
Ukrainian troops, for all such had been
sent to the front some 3— 4 weeks
previously.

There were plenty soldiers of a kind
in the town — fragments of all sorts
of units, all manner of adventurers, a
mixture of 20 Russian nationalities —
people for whom “revolution* meant
endless meetings, speeches, lounging in
the streets, or worse, robbing and

pillaging and violation of women.
Figbt? Defend the country and its
capital against bolshevism? Figbt for

the nation’s freedom? No! The mol)
knew nothing about bolshevism. For it,
Muravyev was merely one of the many
war-lords who were parading the
country then.

But there was one group in the town
which realized what was at stake, the
two hundred odd cadets at the Ukrain-
ian Military Academy, young lads, 16
to 19 years old, not yet fully trained
as soldiers. There cvere also some sec-
tions of the Ukrainian students’ militia,
composed of students at the University,
the Technical College, the Academy of
Art. /IThey were to have formed the
Students’ Batalliou, the so-called Sich
Snipers; but there was no time to
realize this plan.

The troop that went out to meet
Muravyev, then, numbered little over
300, mostly semi-trained soldiers. In
the first hours of dawn on Januarv 30.
1918 tbey' came into contact with Mura-
vyev’'s outposts at Kruty, a station on
tlie line between Kyiv and Bakhmach.
130 km from the capital. Unprepared,
untrained, badlv equipped, tbey opened
battle, though tliev knew from the out-
set that they could not win.

The spirit in the weak, often bovish
bodies of the 300 was astonishing. Tliev
fought with whatever was in their
hands. They did not yield, and wave
upon wave of the enemv broke on their
resistance. In spite of a superiority
that was more than twenty-fold, Mura-
vyev was held back for almost a day
by the little band of Ukrainian stu-
dents at Kruty. — a fact that confound-
ed professional soldiers and strategists.
The Ukrainians slew thousands of Rus-
sians, figthing sometimes with bayonets,
sometimes with knives.

Finallv the overwhelming superiority
of the Russians broke through to the
undefended, unhappy town of Kyiv.

All the 300 were left lying on the
field of honour; not one surrendered,
not one was taken prisoner. Ukrainians
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Col. O. Hasyn-Lytsar, Chief of Staff of U. P. A.

The Third Anniversary of his Death in Action

(U.1.S.) When once the history oj
the Ukrainian army comes to be writ-
ten, the year 1907 tvill not be missing
front its annals. For it was in that year

that two oj the leaders of the liber-
ation struggle were born.
One teas General Taras Chu-

pry nlita Commandant of the U.P.A.
and the other, Col. 0 leskallasy n-
Lytsar, his Chief Staff Officer, who
was born on July 8, 1907 in Koniuleliiw,
in the district of Stry, Western Ukraine.

Both met a similar end, fighting in
the great struggle of the Ukrainian
people for liberation. Col. 0 leska
Ilasyn-L ytsar fell on 31. 1. 1949,
and Gen. Taras Chuprynka on
5. 3. 1950. Let us take time on the
third anniversary of the former’s death
to dwell for.a little on the sarifice he
made for his great ideal of freedom.

Even as