


High Time

This is not —not the time! Not the time

To serve Russia’s imperial plan,

It’s high time to end Russian injustice and crimes,
Regain freedom for all captive men!

It's high time! It's high time! It’s high time!

For free people to answer the call:

Stop Russian expansion’s aggressive designs,
Free the captive —each one and —them all!

Since this time is the ripest of times,

Let’s get up and he counted, and stand —
Stand for justice to all and for true human rights,
Stand for freedom to nations and men!

This is not —not the time! Not the time

To serve Russia’s imperial game.

It’s high time to end Russian injustice and crimes
To regain free and sovereign Ukraine!

- N.D.P.

H.E. Bishop Platon Kornylyak and the Ukrainian Catholic and Orthodox clergy holding o memorial service for Stepan Bandera at his
grave site. (Munich, West Germany,'October 11, 1969)



Our Lady of Vyshhorod, 11th Cen-
tury Icon.

UKRAINE — Stand!

Ukrainians are all over the
world. They want to return
to their homeland. But they
want tobe free-sovereign and
happy — in the land where
Ukrainian traditions began.

The Soviets —the Russian
Imperialists — will not set
Ukraine free. Ukraine is rich
in natural resources. Russia
needs all these riches for the
triumph of communism and
the destruction of human free-
dom.

But Ukrainian spirit can-
not be bent or broken. No
matter how long the fight —
in God’s own good time*
Ukrainians will be free and
happy.

Russian  imperialists  be-
ware!

Ukraine —stand and fight.
At the end is CHRIST and
VICTORY.
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The Situation In Ukraine And In The USSR

The USSR is the last great colonial empire of
the Russian people at the present time. It is, no
doubt, the greatest paradox of our era, for all the
European empires have already fallen and in their
place many new states have arisen. In the national
revolutions of 1917-18, the Russian Tsarist empire
also collapsed, but the Bolsheviks, after liquidating
the national states which had been established after
the downfall of the Tsarist empire, renewed the
Russian empire with treachery and the force of arms.
Recreating in it the Russian spiritual foundations and
resting on the dictatorship of the imperial party —
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, they are
keeping the empire intact by terror and with ever
improved administrative and political means.

Masking themselves with slogans of “socialism”
and Communism, and in’recent decades assuming
the role of the defender and protector of the national
liberation movements on the other side of the Iron
Curtain, the Russians, with brutal force, unheard of
terror and systematic realization of genocide, are
subjugating scores of nations, particularly the Uk-
rainian nation, which is ceaselessly struggling against
enslavement and for its independence.

In the early years of the building of the Bol-
shevik regime the new rulers of the empire placed
all; their hopes on the European proletariat, at a time
when countries outside Europe were considered of
secondary importance in their plans to conquer the
world. Today the imperial strategy temporarily cen-
tres its major forces in non-European areas, where
it deceptively supports the national liberation wars
by all methods according to the thoery of “just and
lawful wars”, and in Europe, reinforcing Russian in-
fluence and demoralizing the West with the help
of “fifth” and “sixth” columns, the imperial policy
defends “peaceful coexistence”. The continuous war
waged by Bolshevik Russian for the expansion of
her influence and world domination in the guise of
“peaceful coexistence”, clarifies the contradiction,
unnaturalness and paradoxicality of the imperial
monster —the USSR. Its rulers are proclaiming free-
dom and state independence for one-time colonial
countries, and in their own empire, covering them-
selves up with the building of Communism, are direc-
ting their policy of assimilation to the transforma-

—From: Kyiv versus Moscow, 1970.
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tion of national society to a structureless mass “of a
single Soviet people” with the Russians playing the
dominant role.

The victory in the war over Hitler's Germany
in an alliance with Western democratic states and
the unscrupulous exploitation of the international si-
tuation have helped Russia to extend her military,
political and economic control over many countries
which helps Moscow in achieving its goal of world
domination. For its imperial aims Moscow utilizes
the nuclear arms build up and the intercontinental
missiles in particular. The emergence of the so-called
world system of socialist states, which constitutes
half of Europe and large parts of Asia, even includ-
ing bridge-heads on the American and African con-
tinents, should be evaluated as a dangerous success
of Russian imperialism which has reached a decisive
phase in its drive to dominate the world.

The Russian-Bolshevik government conducts its
policy of expansion and the establishment of poli-
tical and economic control beyond the borders of
the USSR is taking place under the slogan of so-

called proletarian internationalism and allegedly in
the name of national liberation and defense of the
rights and interests of colonial or economically un-
derdeveloped and dependent peoples and states.

Russian Bolshevism which took the place of
Russian Tsarism and received the support of the
Russian people, the master in the empire, acts
through the Communist Party of the Soviet Union.
The Central Committee of the CPSU and the go-
vernment of the USSR are continuing the tradition-
ally Russian imperial and colonial policy, taking ad-
vantage of the so-called republican Communist par-
ties —branches of the CPSU on the territories of
the enslaved nations, which were especially creat-
ed for this purpose, and the cruel apparatus of ter-
ror

An invariable principle of the colonial policy
of Moscow always has been and still is complete na-
tional oppression, social and cultural pressure and
ruthless economic exploitation of the non-Russian
peoples, and particularly of the Ukrainian people.

In the 1917-18 revolution two opposing worlds
clashed and today continue to clash, worlds with
different sociological structures, different cultural
modes and worlds which distinguish themselves
by their system of spiritual attributes and values,



which make up the essence of a nation. The Ukrain-
ian world clashed with the Russian, and Moscow’s
victory for the time being has not put a stop to the
historical struggle between them.

The Ukrainian world, as an opponent in the
stuggle with Russian Bolshevism, with its quelling
of human and national freedoms, which has to lead
to the ruining of spiritual culture and slipping into
barbarity and the end of progress, opens a wide
field of creative competition, human initiative and
harmonious cooperation of social groups in the na-
tional state founded on justice.

A temporary Bolshevik victory has not broken
the national spirit of Ukraine and the struggle for
the realization of the national ideal in a sovereign
state with a just order, for the fullness and sovereign-
ty of the national contribution into the world trea-
sury, does not cease. The forms and methods of its
conduct have undergone changes during the last
half century, because the conqueror has also chang-
ed his tactics.

Behind the sign “USSR” all the basic attributes
of national Russia have been preserved and culti-
vated. The doctrine of political infallability charac-
teristic of Russian spirituality has been reinforced
and intensified by remade laws of Marxism and Len-
inism. The messianism of Russian Orthodoxy and
the idea of Panslavism under the tsarist crown have
been turned into “international unity” under the
leadership of the imperial Communist party.

Terror in all its modifications in the hands of
the Kremlin chieftains is one of the major methods
of spiritual and physical oppression of individuals

March 5, 1950: General Taras Chuprynka,
lommander-in-Chief of the Ukrainian Insurg-
ent Army (UPA) died in battle with the Rus-
sian occupation forces.

and nations. Just as in the tsarist times, terror, rob-
bery, political murder, spiritual and physical po-
groms of the Ukrainian nation were raised to the
level of state policy.

Bolshevik ideology views the state as “an organi-
zation ruled by an economically dominant class”, and
describes democracy as “a form of dictatorship of the
ruling class”, therefore in essence it recognizes the
division of society into two classes; the masters and
the slaves. From this point of view it is evident that
the Soviet state is also a society of masters and slaves.
The propaganda about the “development of socialist
democracy” does not change the attitude of the Bol-
shevik rulers towards retaining at all costs their do-
mination over the mass of slaves deprived of all
rights.

In the half century of its rule, the Russian-Bol-
shevik empire has experienced many upheavals. Its
leaders have changed very often, and the dogma
of Marxism and Leninism has been changed in line
with new demands. But one thing has remained
unchanged: a permanent, year in year out destruc-
tion of human freedoms and the subjugated nations,
and side by side with it the strengthening of Mos-
cow’s central rule in all aspects of life. Totalitarian
centralism of superpower Russia, raised to the
highest level in the empire, became the absolute law
in the economic life of the empire.

The formal changes which from time to time are
put into effect by the Bolsheviks in the structure of
their rule, the rewriting of the constitution of the
USSR and the “union republics” does not change the
essence of the ruthless dictatorial imperial system.
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The so-called “most democratic Stalinist constitution”
of 1936 has in reality changed nothing of the lawless
situation of the subjugated nations and individuals.
What's more, the period after the introduction of this
constiution was marked by genocide, bloody terror
and lawlessness, to which millions of people fell
victim. The changes which were effected after
Stalin’s death, especially by Khrushchov, did not
bring any changes to the position of the subjugated
peoples and human rights, did not liquidate the
totalitarian mono-party system.

The Fourth Congress of OUN confirms the
great threat to the struggle of the Ukrainian nation
for its independence which flows from orientation
upon the liberalization of the Communist regime.
Such orientation relegates nations liberation to a
secondary position, because the determination of the
fate of Ukraine and other subjugated nations does not
have unbreakable bonds with any state or socio-poli-
tical regime of the so-called metropolis, as proven
by the liberation struggle of Ireland, India or Algeria.
The complication for the national liberation struggle
of Ukraine and other nations subjugated by Moscow,
is to be found in the fact that the yoke, evil and
hardship of the nation is seen solely as caused by the
Communist system and not by foreign domination.
The Communist system has different stages of op-
pression, but with its liquidation national oppression
and the violence of Russian imperialism over the
rights of individuals and nations will not end. Con-
sequently, the solution to the problem of Ukraine’s
liberation cannot be simplified to the so-called de-
mocratization of the regime in the Russian empire.

Beginning with the 22nd Congress of the CPSU
the tendencies were to strengthen imperial cen-
tralization and the restriction of rights of the “union
republics” in order to intensify the process of Russi-
fication in the direction of the “fusion of nations”
into one “Soviet people” which is motivated by “the
passing to the highest stage —Communism”. As a
consequence this can lead to the liquidation of ne-
vertheless ficticious boundaries between the so-call-
ed Soviet republics and to the creation of a new
administrative division of the USSR according to

the principle of the so-called economic expediency,
which had been the case at the beginning of the So-
viet rule as well as partially in Khrushchev’s time.
This is the next stage of unification which has to
lead to the transformation of the formal Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics into a monolithic Russian
empire.

The allegation of the Russian-Bolshevik pro-
paganda that “CPSU is part of the whole people”,
about the “unanimous support of the party by the
people” and about the fact that “the USSR is the
most progressive socialist democratic state in the
world” —do not lessen the natural aspirations of
the subjugated peoples for independence. The ab-
sence of opportunities for the existence of any kind
of opposition even inside the Communist party
strengthens the dissatisfaction of the masses and pro-
vides an additional excuse for the revolutionary
forms of struggle. The subjugated peoples see the
downfall of the empire and the destruction of the
hated system as the only way out of their situation.

Contrary to the proclamations of the Russian-
Bolshevik propaganda, no just social order has been
constructed in the USSR. In place of the Tsarist
social order which marked itself by social and na-
tional injustice, the Russian Bolsheviks by the use
of violence and terror have established such an order
in which the great majority of the population of the
subjugated peoples was reduced to the level of real
proletarians —slaves of the all-powerful imperial
bureaucracy. Referring to the authority of the state
which has been raised to the absolute, the caste of
imperial rulers and millions of Russian colonists are
exploiting Ukrainian peasants, workers and intel-
lectuals, and with resources thus obtained they are
realizing their policy of grasp in the subjugated
countries and in the whole world.

Together with the national subjugation and so-
cial exploitation of nations, the Russian Communist
authorities which preach their “progressiveness” and
“humaneness” are causing inhuman suffering to tens
of millions of people, breaking up their families, set-
ting children against their parents, giving rise to mu-
tural suspicion and denunciation, hooliganism, dr-

Ukrainians marching in the Captive Na-
tions Week paraded in New York City,
July 12, 1970.



unkenness, bribery and all sorts of abuses which
lead to the decline of morality in all spheres of
social life.

After the death of Stalin the leadership crisis
in the Russian empire reached its climax. Under
Khrushchev’s leadership the empire went from one
failure to the other in foreign and in particular in
the domestic policy. In his foreign policy Khrush-
chev was unable to preserve the state of indivisible
authority and domination of Moscow in the so-called
international Communist movement, where two
centers have been created —Moscow and Peking.
The economy was in a state of constant crisis, and
an acute shortage of food and items of everyday
use brought on mass dissatisfaction and distrubances
and strikes on the territories of the subjugated peo-
ples, especially in Ukraine, which were dangerous
for the empire. At the base of these mass disturban-
ces lay the national and political movement, and the
socio-economic foundation provided an opportunity
for its strengthening and expansion. Collective lea-
dership in the Kremlin did not put an end to the
crisis and did not bring an end to the internal power
struggle in the empire, instead it lead to an open
break with Peking.

The growth of military strength in the Russian
empire and its territorial expansion coincided with
the process of internal deterioration and with a deep
crisis in all aspects of life. The present situation is
characterized by the following basic qualities:

a) Political and ideological policentrism and
framgentation of the system;

b) In the USSR the Marxist-Leninist ideology
has lost the sharpness of the political instrument of
the superpower politics of the party. After each
change at the imperial peak this ideology has been
turned about and change. Today there are as many
Marxism-Leninism as there were changes at the
imperial peak;

¢) The psychological revolution and the in-

A Ukrainian dancing
group in Bradford, York-
shire, Great Britain.

tensification and expansion of anti-imperial and
anti-regime attitudes are assuming defined organized
forms;

d) The presence of anti-Russian resistance and
struggle among the subjugated peoples in the USSR
and in the countries dependent on the USSR, the
deepening and the sharpening of the crisis as a
result of constant attempts of the Russian peoples;

e) In recent years the subjugated nations, and
especially the Ukrainian, have resorted to strikes
and other disturbances (Donbas, Odessa, Kazakhs-
tan). With the help of force they were subdued and
the spirit of revolt was reinforced. It is signifi-
cant that these disturbances began in concentration
camps, where most of the prisoners from the sub-
jugated countries, especially Ukraine, are to be
found, and among whom many were former soldiers
of UPA and members of OUN;

f) During half a century of “building soci-
alism”, by which the idea of a single multi-nation-
al state is covered up, the USSR does not leave the
state of economic crisis, which like malaria shakes
the whole system. Senseless and impractical cen-
tralization of economic life, which is a method of
imperial policy, freezes human initiative, stops the
development of productive forces in the occupied
countries and causes economic stagnation. Con-
trasts in social life party bureaucracy and deprived
peoples—unprecedented exploitation of the people,
have strengthened the struggle of the peoples for
their rights and freedom.

The so-called Ukrainian SSR is part of the em-
pire —the USSR. Its colonial status has been con-
cealed by the state sign. In the economic respect
Ukraine has been transformed into a colony of
Russian. The centralized economic system of the
USSR deprives Ukraine of any kind of elements of
independence in economic life. The ministries of
the Ukrainian SSR are merely branches of all-union
ministries, and ministers are supervisors and drivers
who watch over the performance of economic plans
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6000 participants in the annual rally of the Ukrainian Youth
Association in Great Britain, (July 5th 1969) dedicated to the 40th
anniversary of the founding of the Organization of Ukrainian Na-
tionalists and the 10th anniversary of the death of Stepan Bandera.

of the all-union government.

The Ukrainian SSR, as a false creation, has
neither a parliament, nor a government elected by
the free will of the Ukrainian nation; its political
leadership has been thrust upon it by a foreign
center — Moscow; its sovereignty does not mani-
fest itself in any way whatsoever. Ukraine cannot
decide the question of war and peace, has not army
of its own and does not conduct foreign policy of
its own, and the so-called government of the Ukr-
ainian SSR only executes the dictates of the CC
OFSU in Moscow. The majority of members of the
“government” of the Ukrainian SSR are even form-
ally provincial officials of the Russian union and
“union republican” ministries. The constitution of
the Ukrainian SSR has been drawn up not by the
representatives of the Ukrainian people, but by a-
gents of the Central Committee of the Bolshevik
party. This constitution is even formally dependent
on the constitution of the USSR. The so-called po-
litical, civil and cultural organizations of the Ukr.
SSR are local branches of the “all-union organiza-
tions”. The so-called soviets on all levels are com-
pletely bound by party discipline to carry out the
orders of the CC CPSU.

The assertions of the Bolshevik propaganda on
“voluntary admission” of Ukraine into membership
in the Russian empire is a total lie. The Pereyaslav
Treaty was trampled by the tsars from the very be-
ginning and the sovereign rights of Ukraine reco-
gnized in this treaty were finally liquidated in the
18th century. The newly created Ukrainian state of
1918 was conquered by the armed forces of Bol-
shevik Russia in the 1920s. No general and free re-
ferendum of the Ukrainian people about the Ukr.
SSR’s entry into the Soviet Union was ever held.

The Communist Party of Ukraine (CPU) is the
most important instrument of Russian domination
in Ukraine. A decisive part of membership of CPU
is made up of Russians and their henchmen who hold
key positions in administrative, economic and socio-
cultural life. Ukrainians —members of CPU —are
in no position to change the political face of the
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CPC. which is an instrument of subjugation of Ukr-
aine and the party of traitors of the Ukrainian peo-
ple. opportunists and selfish people. The hopes of
some individuals for a gradual transformation of
the CPU into a truly Ukrainian party have no real
basis, are illusions of dreamers or means of decep-
tion used by traitors.

Mass organizations in the Ukrainian SSR such
as Komsomol, trade unions, councils and so forth are
also weak-willed tools of the Russian-Bolshevik oc-
cupational regime for regimentation of all phases of
life of the Soviet man. The prohibition of the exist-
ence of organizations which would not subordinate
themselves to the Bolshevik party, makes it impossi-
ble to create an effective legal opposition to the
existing dictatorship in the occupied Ukraine, the
carrying out of a ‘legal” political struggle, and
dooms to failure and attempts at evolution of the
colonial tyrannical system in the direction of na-
tional liberation. This prohibition is the greatest
crime against human and national rights, unpre-
cedented lawlessness which testifies most glaringly
to the absence of all freedom for individuals and
social groupings in the Russian-Bolshevik colonies.

The Russian-Bolshevik government through its
policy of resettlement attemps to liquidate the Ukr-
ainian ethnic substance. The' intermixing of people,
the planned deportation of Ukrainians from Ukraine
and brgining in of Russians, intensified Russifica-
tion of schools on all levels, offices, army —are all
measures which have as their aim not only to break
the resistance of the Ukrainian (people, to crush,
its struggle for liberty and political and state inde-
pendence, but also to destroy it as a national entity

and to transform it into a component part of the
so-called Soviet people using Russian language and
culture. Disregarding constant attempts of the su-
perpower Russian chauvinism to uproot the basic
substance of Ukrainian spirit and to pour into Ukr-
ainian forms the spirit of treason, Janissarism limited
provincialism, inferiority complex in relation to the
Russian imperial idea —all thgse attempts are break-
ing up against the spontaneous nationalism of the
Ukrainian people which falls into the organizational

Members of the Ukrainian Youth Association at the Toronto
rally.



framework of underground struggle which is based
upon traditions of the national liberation activities
of revolutionary organizations in particular OUN
and UPA.

Ukraine, the richest country in the Soviet Rus-
sian empire, is an object of ruthless economic ex-
ploitation, and the development of Ukraine’s eco-
nomic is taking place from the angle of its integra-
tion with Russia. In Ukraine, the sectors dealing
with the extraction of raw materials and their initial
processing are being built up mostly of those indu-
stries which involve the manufacturing of products
for export or military and aggressive ends. The only
task of agriculture is to supply food products for
the imperial needs of Russia. In the building up of
transportation, communication as well as trade, the
principle of imperial expediency is dominant.

The Russian Soviet regime is attempting to keep
Ukrainian culture on the level of provincial ethno-
graphism. Its development is systematically hiiir
dered and in its place the Russian language and cul-
ture are being spread. In secondary, special and
higher educational establishments, instructions are
given mainly in the Russian language, and any at-
tempts to return its rightful place to the Ukrainian
language is evaluated by the occupational regime as
an anti-state act. At the present time a great majority
of Ukrainian culture leaders are either in prisons or
concentration camps and the rest is forced by ter-
ror to be silent. Free cultural ties of Ukraine and
the Free World are impossible with the exception
of those which the government purposely allows.

At the same time the Russian government is
waging a merciless struggle against religion in Ukr-
aine. The Ukrainian Autocephalous Orthodox
Church and the Ukrainian Catholic Church have
been liquidated, frocing them into catacombs. The
Russian atheistic propaganda is assuming ever grea-
ter dimensions, and the faithful are cruelly perse-
cuted. Religious rites and everyday customs are ex-
changed for Bolshevik rituals.

Great social inequality between the impoverish-
ed and enslaved people and the Russian ruling class
with its local henchmen is evident in Ukraine. In
comparison with Russia, in Ukraine work norms are
higher and pay is lower. In the Soviet system of
wages, Ukraine, with the exception of a few places, is
in third and at times in last place. Ukrainian pea-
sants, robbed of their property, are brought down
to the level of state serfs, without passports, without
social security —the most deprived category of the
population of “the workers’ and pesants’ state.”

FRET
USSR

Against Russian Colonial Rule (Ottawa, November 7, 1967)

Ukrainian workers virtually deprived of the pro-
tection of trade unions, exploited by the monopo-
listic Russian colonial regime have no right to direct
their own enterprises, to share the products of their
labour. Living conditions in cities, and in particular
in the workers’ destricts are unbelievably hard in
comparison with the living conditions of the workers
and peasants in the Western world. Ukraine, the
chief agricultural and meat producing area, is con-
stantly short of food and other items of everyday
use (textiles, leather and household goods). As a
result of the shortage of widely used items and low
wages, the workers resort to black marketeering for
which they are severely punished by the occupation-
al regime. The draconic passport system forbids
the population to change place of resisdenee and
the peasants are deprived of passports altogether.

The women and teenagers belong to the most
overworked and deprived strata of the population
of Ukraine. No precedent is to be found in the whole
of the civilized world for the overworking of women
and mothers, who are protected by legislation of
common law of all civilized nations, who (women
and mothers) have to work in mines, construction,
road building and in heavy industry and trans-
portation.

Political prisoners, released from prison or re-
turning from banishment remain without work,
living quarters and social security; exiles who have
completed their term of banishment are often de-
prived of the right to return to their native land.
Their children are given no opportunities to receive
a normal education.



Facts And Figures

On The Russification Of Ukraine

During 1964, 341,186,000 copies of textbooks
were printed in the USSR. Of these 258,591,000
copies or 75.8 per cent were in Russian. However,
Russians compose only 54.6 per cent of the total
population of the Soviet Union. Thus, for each 100
Russians there were 209 copies in Russian, while
for each 100 non-Russians only 80 books were avail-
able in their native languages. In other words, non-
Russian peoples received 2.6 times fewer books than
did their Russian counterparts.

In 1964, 204.5 million textbooks for general edu-
cational schools were printed in the Russian langu-
age, or 72.2 per cent of all textbooks printed. Thus,
to each 100 pupils of general educational Russian
schools 165 copies were available, but each 100
pupils of non-Russian schools received only 77 copies
in their native languages, or 2.4 times fewer than
the pupils using the Russian language. These statis-
tics show the enormous discrimination in education
toward the non-Russian peoples.

The non-Russians are discriminated against even
further in secondary technical schools, universities
and institutes. Of alk the textbooks for secondary
technical schools 94”er cent were in Russian, while
there were only 54.6 per cent of Russian students.
The textbooks for institutions of higher learning ap-
peared in the ratio of 93.3 Russian to 6.7 per cent in
the non-Russian languages. Thus, non-Russian stu-
dents received 12 times fewer books in their native
languages than in Russian. Basically, textbooks in
non-Russian languages are published in language
textbooks and literature textbooks concerning the
non-Russian peoples. Even in schools with the Ukrai-
nian language of instruction students are in a con-
tinuous process of Russification, because of lack of
textbooks in the Ukrainian language.

The Russian tendency is to limit the growth of
professional people as much as possible in order to
dominate them easier through cadres of Russian
professionals. In 1966 there were 83,271 candidates
for doctoral degrees in the entire USSR. Out of
these, 56,323 persons or 67.6 per cent, were in the
Russian SFSR, although the RSFSR includes only
54.6 per cent of the total USSR population. Ukraine
had 10,644 applicants or 12.8 per cent having 19.7
per cent of USSR’s population. For each 100,000
persons in the RSFSR there were 17.2 applicants
for doctoral degrees, but in Ukraine there were only
8 applicants for the comparable number of the po-
pulation, or half as many as in Russia. Moscow’s
intention is clear: to limit the admission of Ukra-
inians to doctoral degrees, particularly in the field
of research.

In 1964 there was a total of 565,960 scientists
in the Soviet Union. Out of these 373,500 were Rus-
sians and 59,220 Ukrainians. For each 10,000 Rus-
sians there were 30.2 scientists, while for each 10,000
Ukrainian scientists, one third was forced to work
as the ratio in Russia.

In 1960 out of all scientists in Ukraine only
43.3 per cent, or a minority, were Ukrainians in
their native country. Out of the total number of
Ukrainian scientists, one third was forced to work
outside Ukraine.

Discriminatory practices prevail throughout the
USSR in regard to admission to higher educational
institutions. In the school year 1963-64 for each 10,-
000 of Russian people there were 161 students in
the institutions of higher learning, compared with
only 125 from non-Russian peoples, while there were
only 118 Ukrainians, or 26.3 per cent less than Rus-
sians



The Russian Invasion

Mr. Yaroslav Stetsko

Russia was motivated by two factors into attick-
ing CSSR: the fear of upheaval and possible revolt in
Ukraine and the need for Moscow to move its stra-
tegic military base close to the boundaries of the
American sphere of influence —West Germany and
neutral Austria. In Ukraine the situation has been at
boiling point for years. The presenoe of Russian tro-
ops in CSSR, which now encircle Ukraine from the
sides of Poland, Hungary and CSSR, gives Moscow
a greater guarantee of a chance to put down revolts
in Ukraine and possible chain reactions of analogous
revolts in other enslaved countries, than an open side
of CSSR, a country, it is true, with a Communist re-
gime but which until a short while ago was not oc-
cupied by Russian troops. This could have given a
chance to American troops, for example, to advances
into CSSR and to surrounded the “GDR” and to
wedge Western forces into the Russian imperial
structure thus strengthening the revolutionary course
in Ukraine with all its consequences. The attaining
of a new strategic position by Moscow through the
occupation of CSSR and in particular the placement
of its troops at the frontiers of the German Federal
Republic and Austria creates a new composition of
power in Europe. Moscow has made a flank attack
on the “GDR” as well as the surrounding of the Rus-
sian Army by the Aemican forces through CSSR
impossible and has at the same time put the United
States in danger of thermo-nuclear war if the US
forces were to march into CSSR where they would
come into dircet conflict with the Russian Army.
Once more Chruchill’s old plan has fallen through.
As is widely known, Chruchill wanted to land troops
in Yugoslavia during World War 11 so as to prevent
the Russians at least from entering central Europe.
Amidst the changed conditions the Russians have
once more blockaded the old British concept —wedg-
ing themselves into the Russian sphere and the
breaking up of the entire Russian strategic military
power, which is now becoming master of central
Europe, without the West being such a threat to

Of CSSR And Ukraine

By Yaroslav Stetsko

Russia as the British had hoped. More than that,
Russian missiles can be found along the frontiers
of the whole of free Germany and Austria and the
whole NATO radar system is of no use. Russia is
strategically dominant in the centre of Europe. She
has a 3:1 military advantage in conventional arms in
comparison with NATO.

When we take into account the build-up of the
navy, which now stands second to that of the United
States, the domination of the Mediterranean where
the Russian navy is equal in strength to the American
Sixth Fleet, the obtaining for the Russian empire
of bridgeheads in Egypt or Algeria, the open way to
the Indian Ocean and also the threat of the Russian
fleet to the Italian ports, there is no doubt that the
Russian strength has grown extenally, however weak
it is internally.

In a broader political scheme, the occupation of
CSSR is a prerequisite to the possible armed in-
tervention in West Germany. There is no doubt that
Russia has her own solution to the Germany problem.
It is: bringing together “GDR” and FRG into one
entity under a pro-Russian government, united under
the Communist, that is pro-Russian flag. No sugges-
tions from Bonn will appease Russia, because she
does not and will not have any intention of conduct-
ing talks with Bonn. She does not need a national
German government but a satellite govlemmenY
This is part of the political plan of Russia —to pre-
pare the ground for armed intervention in Germany.
The first prerequisite has been carried out. Russian
paratrooper airborne divisions have been posted on
the frontiers of CSSR. The politically “legal” pre-
paration has begun. Moscow declares that accord-
ing to its obligations, which result from its treaty in
Potsdam, the members of the anti-Hitler coalition are
responsible for prohibiting German militarism and
Hitlerism from rising again.” (Pravda, 18. I1X. 1968)
The referring of its responsibilities towards the UN
Charter gives a “legal” basis for armed intervention.
Articles 53 and 101 of the UN Charter single out
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Germany as a permanent enemy, against which other
countries which have signed the original Charter of
the UN can intervene. By referring to these articles
in 1948 the USSR by its veto prevented the UN from
investigating the Berlin blockade; in 1960 the USSR
also made impossible the debate about the position
of*German prisoners of war by citing Article 107
of the Charter. Moreover none of the countries of the
great anti-Hitler coalition has declared that these
articles are unlawful or are not obligatory. Even now,
when the Russians have declared that they have a
right to intervene in the internal affairs of Germany
because “Nazism and militarism” is being revived,
not one of the Western powers stated clearly and
unequivocally that these articles of the UN Charter
are now completely inapplicable. And so at the
request of Bonn London stated: “In this situation
articles about enemy countries cannot be applied”,
but in which situations they can be applied London
did not say. Paris stated that Moscow interpretation
is “deceptive and inaccurate” but what the accurate
interpretation is Paris did not say. Washington stres-
sed that articles 107 and 53 do not give Moscow the
rights to “intervene” unilaterally by using arms in the
Federal Republic of Germany.. .But Washington was
silent as to whether a multilateral intervention is
possible. Instead, the Russians, in accordance with
the opinion of their international jurist D .B . Levin,
interpret the Potsdam treaty in a way which gives
each signatory the right to intervene independently
and individually, because each carries a separate re-
sponsibility for Germany as a whole. In this sense
Moscow also explains the articles of the UN Charter.
“International law is a fcrm of class warfare” —says

10

Ukrainians demonstrat-
ing in New York against
the celebrations of Lenin.

D .B. Levin, and this means that it is also possible to
intervene at any moment under the pretext of the
interest of the proletariat or some mad intellectuals,
hurt by “militarism and Nazism.” In actual fact the
answers of the Western allies not only gave no help
to Bonn, but made the situation even more compli-
cated, because not one of the powers stated clearly
that UNDER NO CIRCUMSTANCES could the
Russians interpret Article 53 and 107 of the UN
Charter nor the Postdam treaty as they see fit but on
the contrary each left a little opening for Moscow —
Is this not a straightforward invitation to interven-
tion!?

The experience with Hungary in 1956 at the
time of President Eisenhower and Dulles, the ex-
perience with CSSR at the time of Johnson and Rusk,
manifest that the United States will not intervene on
behalf of the victims. The USA is adhering to the
conception of a world divided into two parts. In all
probability it would not take armed action against
Russia if she were to march into West Germany
stating that in accordance with the UN Charter and
the Potsdam treaty Russia was “preventing” the re-
birth of “Nazism and militarism”, and would be re-
ady to negotiate in connection with the removal of
her troops as soon as a really “democratic” govern-
ment has been set up... Of course, as a result of
these talks the Russian divisions would remain on
the Rhine “together with” the American and other
forces... With such a conciliatory” posture the
United States would not risk a nuclear war, because
Moscow’s retaliation would follow immediately. The
conventional forces of NATO are in the proportion
1:3, a substantial risk —with the present policy of



neglecting to support the national liberation move-
ment of nations subjected in the USSR and the
satellite counrties, a risk too great to be taken. There-
fore the United States would in all probability be
willing to begin talks. From this point of view, the
recent espionage affairs in Germany also have their
significance. They are in a way also connected with
Moscow’s plans, for instance, the preparation of a
putsch and with the help of the pro-Russian con-
spirators to attempt a coup d’etat, and for the “pro-
tection. of the world against the revival of German
militarism and Nazism.” Moscow’s help is indispens-
able, so to speak: Under such pretext the Russian
troops can enter West German territory.. .1t is pos-
sible that an admiral and a general would have asked
for “help” from Russia... This far-reaching intelli-
gence affair is consistent with political and “legal”
prepraration for the intervention in Germany. A “bli-

tzkrieg” in Germany‘carefully worked out from a
strategic point of view, so as not to cor' into contact
with the American forces, which could be blockaded
by parachute formations’ securing of key positions in
Germany and in Bonn, would not necessarily lead to
a nuclear war, if the direot clash with the American
army could be avoided.

Therefore the occupation of CSSR is a stepping
stone from which it would be possible to subject W.
Germanyand this means the rest of Europe because
England, France, Italy and Spain are capable of
successfully opposing Russia even without help from
the United States but without the economic and
military strength of Genmany they are incapable if
successful resistance, even more so, when the nations
enslaved by Moscow, the strongest explosive power
inside the Russian prison of nations are completely
disregarded. But at the moment nobody considers
them as having military and political potential!

We are prepared to wager that Brezhnev agreed
to Novotny’s removal and allowed Dubcek’s reform-
ism in order to give a pretext to the army for marching
in, for it is clear that this was impossible under the
Stalinist rule of Novotny. Then the plans of Moscow
could have been exposed all too clearly! But now
everything is revolving around the so-called liberali-
zation, “the deviation from the positions of Marxism-
Leninism”, but nobody mentions the faot that Rus-
sian divisions have been posted on the borders of the
free part of Germany and Austria, that rockets can be
found all along the borders of the whole of free
Germany and so on and so forth. Russia could have
used economic sanctions against the CSSR but she
did not. It is uncertain that the West would help
because one ultimatum from Moscow would be
enough for Prague not to make concessions to the
West. Moscow was concerned about having its
military formations in the strategically important
positions in Bohemia, in the centre of Europe. At the
same time, itwanted to surround Ukraine, by station-
ing its army in CSSR, the only open window, mili-
tarily speaking!

Washington was again silent as in 1956. If the
Russians were to occupy W. Germany with the help
of a carefully thought out plan, I am not sure that
the American would try to repel them?! Surely there
are no conventional armed forces in Western Europe
that could be an effective counter-weight to the
Russian forces; therefore the West is afraid of a
nuclear war, a fear that the Russians are counting
on. But they are not prepared to do the most im-
portant thing, that is, support the national liberation
revolutions of the subjugated nations, so as to break
up the inside, without a nuclear war.

There is, however, no doubt that Ukraine has
held and still holds a key position in this. To surround
it by her military forces from the side of the CSSR
as well, has been an aim no less important to Russia
sthan establishing a stepping stone for the conquest
of further parts of Europe, or what remains of it. Of
course this grasping action has its disadvantage for
Russia. But they are less grave than those about
which the Western press is shouting, namely thé
decomposition of the Communist parties and the
break-up of the world Communist movement. It is
both good and desirable that the world Communist
movement has been splintered, has no unitary leader-
ship and so on. But this is not decisive. In comparison
with the strengthening of military and politically
strategic positions this carries no less weight. Why?!
Let us not forget that the crushing of the Hungarian
revolt in 1956 has not noticeably weakened the posi-
tion of Russia in that respect. The condemnation of
Moscow’s aggression towards CSSR by some Com-
munist parties is dictated by the pressure of public
opinion of the given countries and not by the con-
victions of the leaders of the parties. They would be
pleased to find some excuse for Moscow, to help save
face before the public opinion of their own nations!
It is not the achievement of the true “Communists”,
or “true Marxists”, but the pressure of the popular
masses whose support they want to obtain! More
than that, even India did not condemn Moscow for
such naked aggression!

A consequence of the conflict between Moscow
and Peking is rivalry in assistance given to Hanoi,
e.g. Ho Chi Minh receives more aid from two
separate sources than he would if the two were
completely united.

In Latin America for example as long as objec-
tive conditions for the existence of the Communist
Party are not removed, as long as national and social
justice is not attained, as long as a new vision of the
great and the magnificent both in the national and
social field is not given, as long as a new or renewed
faith in one’s nation and a Christian faith which
fights for national and social justice is not attained
these broad popular masses will not understand the
essence of the conflict with Moscow and even though
they have seen Russia’s agrressive acts towards CSSR
for them the events around CSSR will be remote, in-
comprehensible and Communism will not grow
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weaker!

Disputes between the Communist parties and
Moscow are helping to strengthen their parties'
postitions among their supporters who, one can as-
sume, are lot working for Moscow.

The crushing of the Hungarian revolt did not
reduce the number of members in the Italian Com-
munist party, for example, although here and there
some criticism was expressed by its leaders toward
the Communist party of the Soviet Union.

The Communist party of France did not decr-
ease in number either, because the number of seats
in parliament is not a decisive factor, but a result of
voter preference, and does not reflect the true str-
ength of a given party in the broad circles of workers
or other strata of society, for example. The gist of the
matter is whether the Communist parties which today
are critical of the invasion of CSSR will take the side
of their own countries in the event of a conflict with
Russia or will they be her acting fifth columns.
Torez showed that his loyalty to Russia was greater
than to his own country when he sabotaged the
defence system of France during the attack by Hitler
because at that time the latter was an ally of the
USSR!

A greater minus for Moscow than the decom-
position of the Communist party is the systematic
realization by the patriotic circles of the West, that
only an armed show-down with Russia will save their
country because Moscow is always acquiring more
and more new countries and new strategic positions
(the Mediterranean, the Arab world, parts of Latin
America, Africa and Asia). One can only imagine
what the fate of subjugated non-Communist coun-

tries and the treatment of their leaders would be
when such fate met CSSR and Moscow’s protege
Dubcek and the hero of the USSR, General Svobo-
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da ...

When the Russian military fleet can be found in
Alexandria and is blocking the Suez, when it has
ports in Algeria and can blockade Gibraltar, when it
has access to the “soft” as Churchill called it “heel
of Europe” —Italy, when nuclear warheads can be
found in the Sudetes what is the chance for France
or Italy to defend itself without including the sub-
jugated nations in a broad jointly conceived and mu-
tually realized anti-Russian revolutionary liberation
front of the whole of freedom-loving mankind?!
This is the only chance of saving the free world too.
The slow realization by the West of the importance
of the enslaved nations which are the Achilles’ heel
of the empire as well as Russian domination of the
Mediterranean which ceases to be mare nostrum
(“our sea”), but is now a Russo-American sea, the
sea of the powers which geographically do not be-
long here and are strangers to this area, are a plus of
the invasion of CSSR. A revolution of the subjugated
nations can save the West and the present task of
the free world is to support it. More than ever be-
fore it appears that whoever helps us helps himself!
Time is on our side now, because of the faults of
Russia herself. The world’s salvation lies in the fight
of subjugated nations, in their uprisings! Their driv-
ing force is Ukraine; therefore once again Ukraine
has become the revolutionary problem of the world!
That is why Moscow prompted its puppets Shelest
and Podgomy to be “uncompromising” in connec-
tion with the invasion of CSSR. There is also another
side of the medal; nuclear warheads’from western
regions of Ukraine have been moved further to the
west which at least partly removes the danger of
destroying a certain part of Ukraine. Contradiction
follows contradiction in the system of the imperi-
alistic aggression of Moscow! But Moscow cannot

LENIN
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Ukrainian Students' Club at the Uni-
versity of Toronto, tegether with other
ethnic groups, and the Edmund Burke
Sociey staged a demonstration to protest a
banquet in honor of Lenin's IPOth birth-
day held on April 3, 1970 in Toronto, Ca-
nada.



avoid them.

However hard Moscow would scheme, however
hard it would tiy to hide the importance of Ukraine,
Ukraine’s key position will always come to the fore.
This happened on the occasion of the events sur-
rounding CSSR. The widening of the occupational
zones by the Russian army is instrumental in the
weakening of pressure on countries subjugated in
the USSR. The troops which are in the CSSR or
DDR, or in Poland cannot be in Turkestan or in
Ukraine. The forces of the KGB which have to look
after the freedom-loving Czechs and Slovaks, the
Germans, Poles, or Hungarians or which can be
found on the frontiers of China, cannot be in Uk-
raine. The ratio of Russians to non-Russians cannot
be changed, regardless of the policy of the Diaspora,
the forced resetdement of members of individual na-
tions; the ratio 1:3 of Russians to the non-Russians
still remains when the satellite countries are taken
into account. If so, then the relationship between the
conventional forces of NATO in Europe and the
Warsaw Pact could be changed basically to 3:1 if
the West would support the policy of liberation.
The policy of liberation lessens the human military
potential of Mos'ow because the fighters in the So-
viet army who are not of Russian origin and soldiers
in the satellite armies tend to sympathize more with
the West.

In this way the attitude of the conventional
forces of NATO in Europe towards the Warsaw
Pact changes to the benefit of NATO in the ratio
of something like 3:1, if we also take into account
the fighters of subjugated nations who, at it was at
the beginning of the German campaign in the East,
began to go over to the side of Germany until be-
came obvious that Germany is the invader and is
not helping to liberate them.

It is possible that even the situation in CSSR
would have a different appearance if the Czechs
and Slovaks felt that the West is supporting them.
There is no doubt that in those'circumstances the
Czechs and Slovaks would have put up armed resi-
stance against the Russian invaders. Of course armed
resistance by the Czechs and Slovaks would have
resulted in many casualties but it would give rise
to a great legend of heroism and courage and would
perhaps have stirred the events so a different course
for it is not known what would have happened if
the Czechs and Slovaks would have fought. One

cannot judge where the casus belli is nor when the
chain reaction of revolts will begin. It is not possi-
ble to calculate and foresee everything rationally.

We have no intention of denying the fact
that Duboek and Svoboda wanted some liberaliza-
tion as did Gomulka in his time. But we do not cease
to maintain that Gomulka saved Poland for Russia.
In our opinion Dubcek, Svoboda and Smrkovsky
objectively carried out this function. The CSSR has
been forced to remain a power in the Russian bloc
and the role of a go-between, whether he wanted it
or not, was undertaken by Dubcek. The people trust-
ed Gomulka for a short while after he had been freed
from prison, but the latter could not free himself
from the pressure of ideas of the Russian world.
In the same way neither Dubcek nor the hero of the
USSR-Gen. Svoboda will be able to do this. If it
had not been for this trust in Dubcek the Czechs
and Slovaks would have risen up in arms and it is
unknown how the Russian aggressive action would
have ended then! It is possible that the Hungarian-
style crushing would have been repeated, but even
that would have left a more grandiose historic land-
mark and a signpost for the future.

It is possible that this would have led to a
chain of revolutions and in turn to the fall of the
empire, but simplications with the West cannot be
ruled out because there would arise the problem of
volunteers from the free world, who would rush to
the help of the victims. Nobody can foretell what
consequences blood shed for the truth can bring
even suddenly and instantly! Every nation has its
own style. The Czech nation has its own. However
we do not think that the descendants of Huss would
be silent if they had no trust in their leaders. But
Communists can never be leaders in a liberation
fight against the centre and Mecca of their ideas —
Moscow. They are its slaves to a greater or lesser
extent.

No nation can ever free itself from Russian yoke
by a separate, isolated fight, without common aims
and without synchronized insurgent revolts. Without
the realization of the concept oFABN there will be
no freeing of nations because whoever does not sup-
port it, has to count on foreign bayonets. The events
around CSSR and the Hungarian revolution of 1956
have shown that the American bayonets no longer
stand for freedom but for the status quo.
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Thirtieth Anniversary
of the Act of Proclamation of the Ukrainian State

Act of Proclamation Of The Ukrainian State

1. By the will of the Ukrainian people, the Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists under the leader-
ship of Stepan Bandera proclaims the restoration of the Ukrainian State, for which entire generations of
the best sons of Ukraine have given their lives.

The Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists, which under the direction of its creator and leader Evher
Konovalets during the past decades of blood-stained Russian Bolshevik subjugation carried on a stubborn
struggle for freedom, calls upon the entire Ukrainian State is formed in all the Ukrainian lands-

The sovereign Ukrainian government assures the Ukrainian people of law and order, multi-sided de-
velopment of all its forces, and satisfaction of its demands.

2. In the western lands of Ukraine a Ukrainian government is created which will be subordinated
to a Ukrainian national administration to be created in the capital of Ukraine, Kyiv.

3. The Ukrainian national-revolutionary army, which is being created on Ukrainian soil, will con-
tinue to fight against the Russian occupation for a Sovereign All-Ukrainian State and a new, just order in
the whole world.

Long live the Sovereign Ukrainian State!

Long live the Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists!

Long live the leader of the Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists — Stepah Bandera!

The City of Lviv,
Head of ithe National Assembly
Yaroslav Steisko

Grave of Stepan Bandera in Munich, murdered by Russian agent in 1969.



Cardinal Slipyi Visits

Canadian Ukrainians

Joseph Cardinal Slipyj, Major Archbishop of the
Ukrainian Catholic Church which is in union with
Rome, has visited the Ukrainian community in Ca-
nada in June this year. It is Cardinal Slipyj’s first
visit to a Ukrainian community in the Western world
since his release from Soviet Russian captivity in
1963, on the intervention of Pope John XXII1, after
spending 17 years in prisons and concentration camps
for refusal to dissolve the Ukrainian Catholic
Church and transfer his allegiance to the Russian
Orthodox Patriarch of Moscow.

Over 50,000 Ukrainians from Eastern Canada
and USA attented the Holy Mass celebrated by
Cardinal Slipyj, assisted by several Archbishops and
Bishops, in the Canadian National Exhibition Sta-
dium in Toronto, on Sunday, June 16th.

In his address Cardinal Slipyj said that Ukrai-
nians in Canada were right to maintain their national
identity through political, economic and cultural
organizations. He had praise for the work of Ukrai-
nians in Canada, because they have been generous
in supporting such Ukrainian Catholic projects as
colleges and seminaries in Rome to keep the faith
thriving in a way now impossible in Ukraine.

Members of the Ukrainian Youth Association
(SUM), Ukrainian Scouts, and pupils of Ukrainian
schools in Toronto marched past the official stand.
Ukrainian songs and dances by various choirs and
dance groups gave colour to the great rally.

All newspapers gave front-page coverage to
these events and published large, sometimes even
full-page, pictures of the Cardinal.

Toronto Daily Star, June 15, 1968 writes on the
first page under the title: 60,000 Welcomes for a
Church’s Prince: Joseph Cardinal Slipyj, a Ukrainian
archbishop who spent 17 years in Siberian labor
camps, conducts divine liturgy at St. Nicholas Church
today. The spiritual head of the world’s 10 million
Ukrainian Catholics, he is first Ukrainian cardinal
to visit Canada. More than 2,000 welcomed him to
Toronto yesterday and the church was jammed today.
Tomorrow he is expected to conduct mass before
60,000 at CNE bandshell. Story on. P. 59.”

The Globe and Mail, June 17,1968, under a huge
photo showing Cardinal Slipyi celebrating mass.

writes: “White-bearded Joseph Cardinal Slipyj,
Major archbishop of the Ukrainian Catholic Church
who was released in 1963 after being imprisoned by
the Soviet Government in Siberia for 17 years, cele-
brated a iriass at the CNE bandshell yesterday,
More than 40,000 attended service,”

In the following article, Globe and Mail writes:
“...To Ukrainians, he is coinsidered a symbol of
resistance to totalitarianism.

“He was made a cardinal in 1965 and in the same
year was appointed member of the Sacred Oriental
Congreation and Commission for the Codification
of Eastern Canon Law ...

“Transport Minister Paul Hellyer read a telegram

Cardinal Slipyj with Prime Minister Pierre Trudeau and Metro-
politan Maxim Hermaniulc. (Winnipeg, June 23, 1968)
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from Prime Minister Pierre Trudeau, who expressed
the gratitude of Canada for the Ukrainian contribu-
tion to the development of the nation.

“Conservative Leader Robert Stanfield-referred
to Cardinal Slipyj as a man of courage and talked
about Canada as a multi-cultural country ‘where a
man is judged by his abilities and not by his back-
ground’. He said the 500,000 Ukrainians in Canada
had made a meaningful contribution to Canadian
society.

“Ukrainian Catholic bishops from Canada and
the United States accompanied Cardinal Slipyj to
the grandstand.”

The Telegram, June 17, 1968, under a picture
showing Cardinal Slipyj and Mayor Dennison says:
“The Cardinal became the first holder of a gold
key to the City of Toronto during his visit. The key
mounted on a walnut plague, with an inscription,
was presented instead of the usual cufflinks.”

In an article on the same page entitled: “Cardi-
nal draws loudest cheers” The Telegram writes:
“Conservative Leader Robert Stanfield got polite ap-
plause at a Ukrainian festival at CNE stadium yes-
tersday but the crowd saved its loudest cheers for a
76-year-old cardinal who has spent 17 years in Siberi-

an Labor camps.”

Toronto Daily Star on June 17, 1968 again pu-
blished a large picture of the Cardinal. “Earlier,
yesterday morning, some 50,000 persons heard the
cardinal sing a pontifical diving liturgy with other
Ukrainian bishops and priests at the CNE. More
than 2,000 received Holy Communion from the cardi-
nal.

“Cardinal Slipyj, 76, is a tall, white-bearded
symbol of Ukrainian Catholic resistance against
Russian political domination, the Russification of
the Ukrainian culture and the defence of Catholicism
against state interference.”,

The Montreal Star, July 13, 1968 writes: "...
The 76-year-old spiritual leader of Ukrainian Ca-
tholics around the world, named to the College of
Cardinals by Pope Paul VI in 1965, is currently on a
swing through the West, the main settlement of Uk-
rainian Canadians.

“He will be met at Montreal International Air-
port by Most Revered Paul Gregoire, archbishop of
Montreal, and clergymen and members of the Uk-
rainian community here. He will be guest of the
archbishop at his residence here ...”

Ukraine
Persecution of the Church in Ukr. SSR

The Lviv Newspaper Vilna Ukraine (April 25, 26 and 28, 1970) carried a series of slanderous articles
against the Ukrainian Catholic Church in Ukraine entitled “On the Road of Betrayal and Corruption. The
Reactionary Role of the Greek, Catholic Church in the History of the Ukrainian People.” The author of
this invective treaties is Yu. Slyvka, an assistant professor and chairman of the department of history of the
USSR at the lvan Franke University in Lviv.

Yu. Slyvka rehashed all that had previously been written by Halan, Belyaev and the like, added a few
primitive inventions, which is unfitting for an assistant professor, and the result was a dirty pamphlet in
three April numbers.

It is clear that the author is in full agreement with the imprisonment of the Ukrainian bishops, priest
and the faithful and the forced liquidation of the Ukrainian Catholic Church. Yu. Slyvka attacks Metropoli-
tans Sheptytskyi and Slipyi, ties in the OUN and UPA with the tasks of priests, attacks all bishops, the
Union of Brest, the division “Halychyna”, and finally the Americans, the Germans, the Vatican, Fr. Na-
hayevskyi and so forth. He accuses priests in Ukraine —Fr. H- Soltys and Fr. A. Potochnyak —of “creating
a sect of Uniates-Penitants”. They and others state that the sect’s goal is to spread the Catholic faith
throughout the entire world. In their pastoral letters they are threatening the Communists with “annihila-
tion” up to the third generation, and the non-believers with ‘early death’, talking the people out of social-
ly useful activity, out of joining the ranks of the Soviet Army, preaching cosmopolitan ideas, etc.”

In his atempt to attack the Ukrainian Catholic and Orthodox priests Yu. Slyvka refers to such an “au-
thority” as John Whir, at present a neo-Stalinist and a collaborator of Moscow, who returned to Canada
from the USSR!

A “museum of history of religion and atheism” was recently established in Lviv. So far the museum has
three departments —science and religion, the origin of religion, and the rise of Christianity. Leningrad’s mu-
seum of history of religion and atheism delivered many exhibite to the Lviv museum.

The attacks upon the non-Russian churches in Ukraine and elsewhere confirm the fact of the existence
of these church formations and their vitality.
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New Voice From The Russian

Concentration Camp

Extracts from “Report from The Beria Reservation”

An appeal of the Ukrainian historian Valentyn Moroz.
To the Deputies of the Supreme Soviet of the Ukrainian SSR from political
prisoner unlawfully sentenced at Lutsk on January 20, 1966.

The search has ended. The fugitive comes out
of the bushes. “I surrender, don’t shoot! | have no
weapons!” The pursuer comes closer, capably un-
bolts the submachine gun and puts three bullets one
after the other into the living target. Two more ro-
unds are heard: two other fugitives who have also
surrendered are shot. The bodies are carried onto
the road. Police lick the blood. As always, the vic-
tims are brought in and thrown down by the camp
gates to frighten others. But suddenly the corpses
stir: two are alive. But it is impossible to shoot any-
more; people are everywhere.

This is not the beginning of a detective novel.
This is not a story about escapees from Buchenwald
or Kolyma. This took place in the spring of 1956,
after the 20th Congress had condemned the per-
sonality cult, and the criticism of Stalinist crimes was
in full swing. Everything written here can be veri-
fied by Alhidas Petrusiavichus, incarcerated in
camp No. 11 at Mordovia ... He survived. Two

others —Lorentas and Yursha —perished. Such in-
cidents were everyday occurences.

Green Mordovia stretches in a narrow strip
from west to east. Green on the map, green in rea-
lity. In the Slavic sea —an island of melodic Mor-
dovian names: Vindrey, Yavas, Potma, Lyambir.
In its northwest corner there is a Mordovian state
reservation. Here law reigns — hunting is strictly
prohibited. But there is another reservation, not to
be found on any map, where, hunting is permitted
all the year round. If an accurate map of Mordovia
were to' be drawn, its south-west comer would
have to be divided into squares, separated by barb-
ed wire and dotted with watch towers. There are
the Mordovian political camps —the land of barb-
ed wire, police dogs and man-hunts. Here, the chil-

—From "Revolutionary Voices”. —

dren grow up amidst barbed wire. Their parents
cut grass and dig potatoes after work. “Dad was
a ‘shmon. And what did you find?” Then they will
grow up and learn the philosophy of these lands:
“Camp means bread”. You get a pood of flour (about
36 Ibs.) for catching a fugitive. It was even simpler
in the Aldan camps: Yakut brought a head and re-
ceived gun-powder, salt, whisky. Just like the Day-
aks in Borneo, only the head was not brought to
the chief who was adorned with necklaces of hu-
man teeth, but to a major or a captain, who had
taken a correspondence course at the university and
had lessons on legality. In Mordovia it was necess-
ary to do away with such tradition: too close to Mos-
cow. Such a trophy could fall into the hands of a
foreign correspondent —then try to prove that it’s
forgery, invented by the yellow press.

Three Lithuanians were shot even though they
had not been sentenced to be executed. Art. 183 of
the Criminal Code allows three years’ imprisonment
as punishment for an escape, and Art. 22 CC Ukr.
SSR even prohibits “the infliction of physical suffer-
ing or the degraduation of human dignity” of the
prisoners. The court of the Lithuanian SSR (a so-
vereign state, according to the constitution of the
said country) gave permission to the KGB men to
keep the prisoners in isolation —nothing more. Ac-
cording to the constitution, Ukraine is also a so-
vereign state, and is even represented at the UN.
The courts try thousands of Ukrainian citizens and
send them abroad. A precedent unheard of in his-
tory: a State sends its prisoners abroad. Perhaps Uk-
raine has no room for camps, as is the case in the
principality of Monaco? However, room was found
for seven million Russians, —but, it seems, there is
no room for political prisoners, Ukrainians, on their
native soil. Thousands of Ukrainian were transport-
ed to the East —and there were engulfed by grey
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obscurity. They were swallowed up by the cellars
of Solovky, by the sands of Manhyshlak, later by
Stalinist “stroykas” —the pramids of the 20th cen-
tury which have devoured millions of slaves. They
were transported not only in groups of prisoners —
those “voluntarily” resettled are also devoured by the
Russification meat-grinder in the boundless expanses
of Siberia and Kazakhstan, and they are lost forever
to the Ukrainian nation. The ancient peoples con-
sidered the place where the sun sets to be the land
of the Dead. In the future Ukrainian legends such
a country will be found in the East

The Trial Of Thought

In 1958, Mohamed Kulmahambetov, a lecturer
in philosophy at Frunzensk medical institute (now
an inmate in camp No. 11) brought a statement to
the dean’s office: please settle my account. The
reason? —Disagreement with the programme of in-
struction. This decision caused a sensation. The herd
of career men, who have been outrunning each other
in the attempt to reach the trough, trampling con-
science, dignity and convictions under foot in order
to climb higher and to profit at their neighbour’s
expense, could not understand how a person could
refuse 120 roubles merely because his views have
changed! Kulmahambetov became a blue collar
worker. But in 1962 he was arrested. The court at
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Kustanaya sentenced him to 7 years’ imprisonment
and to 3 years’ exile for “anti-Soviet activity”. How
did it manifest itself? The chief defence witness
was the head of the trust board of “Sokolovrud-
stroy” (ore refinery), Makhmudov. The only thing
which he could say in court was to repeat Kulma-
hambetov’s words: “I do not want to teach what
I do not believe in.” This was the latter’s reply to
the question: “Why aren’t you working in your
branch of specialization?” Other accusations were
the same. The investigator also admitted: “In rea-
lity there is no reason for trying you, but you have
a dangerous way of thinking.” A typical example, al-
most an everyday occurrence in the practice of
the KDB, but unique for its sheer arbitrariness. As
a rule the KGB men try to fabricate at least the
appearance of “anti-Soviet” activity. But here, in
the far off province, they did not deem even this
formality necessary and admitted that Kulmaham-
betov was being condemned for his opinions. Thou-
sands and thousands of people have been tried ac-
cording to this system, even though their cases may
have been more cleverly “presented”. Article 125 of
the Constitution of the USSR proclaims freedom of
speech, press, manifestations and organizations. Art.
19 of the UN Declaration of Human Rights speaks
about “freedom to seek, receive and impart infor-
mation and ideas through any media and regard-
less of frontiers”. Therefore Art. 62 CC Ukr. SSR
is nothing more than a violation of the above-men-
tioned documents, a Stalinist survival. The formula-
tion “agitation or propaganda conducted with the
aim to undermine or weaken the Soviet regime” un-
der conditions when the KGB men themselves are
determining the degree of “undermining” of the ma-
terial, fosters unlimited arbitrariness. In Moscow
every year tens of books by foreign authors are pu-
blished, filled with sharp criticism of the Soviet re-
gime and Communist ideology. If Art 62 CC is
really a law, then the publication of these books is
a criminal act. A law is a law only when it is applied
to all. Where is the logic: | can freely propagate the
views of Hitler, published in the periodical Voprosy
istorii (Questions of History), yet I will be tried for
my own typing of Hitler's memoirs! Thus, Art. 62
is nothing but a tool of arbitrariness in the hands of
the KGB, which makes it possible for them to put
an inconvenient person behind bars for keeping an
anti-Soviet publication.

I and my friends are condemned for “propa-
ganda directed at the separation of Ukraine from

the USSR”. But Art. 17 of the USSR Constitution
speaks clearly about the right of every republic to
secede from the USSR. The right of every nation to
separation was laid down in the pact on the civil and
political rights of men adopted at the 21st session
of the UN General Assembly.

The KDB likes the phrase “nationalistic litera-
ture” very much. What does this phrase mean and
what is the criterion for determining the “nationali-



stic character”? Not so very long ago the works of
Oles, Hrinchenko and Zerov were considered “na-
tionalistic” —now they are no longer nationalistic.
The mice have not chewed through all the bro-
chures in which the “theoreticians” of Malanchuk’s
type called Hrushevskyi “a fierce enemy of the Ukr-
ainian people”, yet Ukrainskyi istorychnyi zhurnal
(Ukrainian Historical Journal) (No. 11, 1966) beli-
eves that he was “a scholar with a world name” and
quotes an official resolution which talks about Hru-
shevsky’s services on behalf of the Ukraine. The
works of Hrushevskyi and Vynnychenko are being
prepared for publication. But where is the criterion,
nevertheless? The crux of the matter is that the KGB-
ists never had and never will have any criterion based
on logical principles. They employ the old Stalinist
line with respect to Ukrainian culture: “Why did we
fight the Poles, why did we struggle with the hordes,
why did we rake Russian ribs with swords?” He was
too great to be thrown into oblivion —therefore the
“academicians” from Kyiv were given an order to
kick these words out of the “Kobzar” with dirty
hooves. The “Russian ribs” became “Tartar, Polish,
English”. Shevchenko had to be suffered. But if
something similar were written by a contemporary
poet he would have to pay dearly for the “Russian
ribs”.

In the 30s the majority of names significant in
Ukrainian culture were removed. It is not hard to
guess the reason. It was necessary to weaken Ukrai-
nian culture in order that it could not become a bul-
wark against the wave of Russification. The most pro-
minent Ukrainian historian, Hrushevskyi, was with-
held from the Ukrainian people; instead they were
given the pitiful History of the USSR in two.volumes,
where Peter I, the executioner of Ukrainian freedom
figured as the chief Ukrainian national hero. At the
same time Soloviov and Klyuchevskyi, just as
“bourgeois”, just as “non-Soviet”, stood untroubled
on the shelves —they were Russian historians. Every-
thing was done to enable a young Ukrainian to find
valuable spiritual nourishment, but only in Russian
culture, and to become Russified.

And if the KGBists were consistent in their Stali-
nist explanation of nationalism — they would pro-
claim all prominent Ukraiijjans to be nationalists,
beginning with Shevchenko, and not omitting Prince
Volodymyr who engaged in nationalistic agitation
as early as the 10th century —"by engraving” a tri-
dent on all his coins. Furthermore, if any of the
KGBists would like to receive a new star for his
epaulettes and to demonstrate his “vigilance” in the
struggle with Ukranian nationalism, an interesting
“task” can be recommended to him. It seems that
Ukrainian nationalism was already in existence in
the 7th century, a fact confirmed by the discovery of
the trident image during the archeological excava-
tions on Starokyiv Mountain. Of course, there is one

obstacle: the name of the “Bandiora” who prepared
these images is not known, but that is not important

for pupils of Beria who in the past were able to find
Stalin’s pipe in ten places at once.

It seems that there are enough facts. A con-
clusion can be reached: people condemned for “anti-
Soviet agitation and propaganda” —are those who
think differently, or those who think, period; those
whose spiritual world did not fit the Procrustean bed
of the Stalinist standards which are diligently guard-
ed by the KGBists. They are those who dared to use
the rights proclaimed in the constitution, who do not
want to learn the slavish, two-sided wisdom which
interprets the words of the constitution “Ukraine’s
right to secede from the USSR” as “keep still, as long
as you're alive”.

Descendants Of Yezhov And Beria

A characteristic of a man or an environment can
always be subjective. Therefore it is best to deal with
auto-characteristic. And it is very good that the
author of these lines has a fancy bouquet of auto-
characteristics provided by the KGBists of them-
selves and their system. The KGBists were not
mean with words and in general were unceremonious
in their talks with prisoners, strongly convinced that
their words would not go beyond the sound-proof
doors of their offices, that the icy terror of silence on
which they constructed their Golgatha would never
thaw. But all ice thaws at one time or another, and
words, which were growled into our faces at the
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inquiry and in camp, as if spoken through a gigantic
megaphone, were echoed with a thousand voices
through the whole world.

Where are the roots of the KDB? When we have
walked to the end of those paths by which the KGB-
ists came down to our reality, we will find ourselves
in the horrible thickets of Stalinist jungles. General
Shulzhenko, assistant head of the KDB at the Council
of Ministers of the Ukr. SSR, was elected a deputy
to the Ukrainian Parliament from the Khartsyz dis-
trict. Where did this parliamentarian pursue his
career? In order to become a general of the KDB in
1967, it was necessary to start as a Beria lieutenant
or captain in 1937. What did the KDB captains do in
1937? They killed people for not performing a norm
(or merely for sport) in Kolyma. This is not a secret
to anyone anymore, Russian periodicals are writing
about it. In Ukraine they shot innocent people three
days after they had been arrested. Their arguments
are familiar: It was all Beria’s fault; they were only
carrying out orders. The same argumentation was
used by the attorneys at the Nuremberg trials. It
would seem that only Hitler was responsible. But
the number did not pass. Even a new concept-» “Mur-
der behind a desk” has appeared in the German lan-
guage. | have no doubts that sooner or later it will
find, a place in the Ukrainian language as well.

Perhaps the KGBists have changed, have become
different? No, they themselves proudly consider
themselves to be Stalin’s descendants. A represen-
tative of the Ukrainian KDB in the Mordovian
camps, Capt. Krut, told me: “And what have you got
against Stalin? Of course, he had some shortcomings,
but on the whole he deserved a high grade”; and in
a conversation with Mykhailo Horyn, Krut frankly
said: “Too bad that we are in Mordovia and not in

the North”. The commandant of the department of
investigation of the Georgian KDB, Nadiradze, told
poet Zauri Kobalia (confined to camp No. 11) in
1963 during an investigation: “Do you know that |
was here in 1937? Remeber that!”

Now they do not wear Stalin’s uniforms and
“take correspondence courses” at universities. It is
a correspondence course in the full meaning of the
word. A student’s book is brought to the institute and
the ‘professorate”, hypnotized from the cradle on
with the word KDB records a grade without ever
seeing the student. A representative of the lvano-
Frankivsk KDB, Kazakov, admitted to me: “Here
you spoke about totalitarianism. But I’'m no totaliza-
tor.” And the representative of the Ukrainian KDB
in camp No. 11, Harashchenko, made short work
of all Masiutko’s arguments on the unresolved na-
tional question in Ukraine: “You speak about a na-
tional question. But when a widow turns to the
Kolkhoz head for straw —do you think he will re-
fuse?” And these intellectulas are entrusted to decide
categorically the questions which even in specialized
journals are considered to be moot points. Kazakov.
Krut and a Kyiv KGBist, Lytvyn, “cross examined”
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Front view of the St. Sophia Cathedral 27th-28th September,
1969.

27 September 1969, procession from Ukrainian Catholic Uni-
versity to St. Sophia Cathedral, Rome.

Historical speech of Pope Paul VI on the occasion of the con-
secration.



Pope Paul VI delivers a speech in front of Sti Sophia Cathedral
upon the completion of customary consecration.

me together. “What else did you reed? You had a
good job, an apartment...” And for several hours
tried to prove that an individual has nothing but a
stomach and several yards of intenstines. An idea?
Protection of Ukraine from the threat of Russifica-
tion? Here for my interlocutors the discussion clearly
left the familiar ground and became part of the
sphere of children’s tales. They did not hide the fact
that they did not really comprehend it.

Anidea ... Naturally, a great deal is said about
it in books, and it is generally unacceptable to say
that you have no ideas. But for an idea to be a motive
for human activity —that they have never encoun-
tered in their midst. Mykhailo Horyn heard the fol-
lowing at the Lviv KDB: “Today is the day of the
Chekist. — what day of the Chekist? — Payday.”
When one speaks seriously about it, it is a myth,
with which someone has intoxicated the peo-
ple and which drags a person away from normal ex-
istence based on three major concepts: money, the
love of power, women. But an idea —it is a diversity
of psychological disorder, not always comprehen-
sible, it is true, but one must reckon with it, as with
a factor, on the same level with the three others,
normal and understandable. Captain Kozlov (lv.-
Frankivsk);lectured me as follows: “One is bought
for money, another by women, but some are hooked
by an ideal.” For an idea to be bom independently
in a human head —that is unsurmisable.

It would be naive to consider this state of af-
fairs an accidental “infringement” on the social de-
velopment of the society. A system in which a poet
receives a catalogue of permitted pictures, an
artist —a list of permitted and prohibited colours,
has its roots in the past, and is a continuation of
certain forces and conditions. Before our very eyes
these forces are gradually thawing, and the condi-
tions stop being the norm of cooperation among peo-
ple. KGBists sense this and place all the blame on
Khrushchev, who supposedly toppled the idols,

which at one time were honoured thoughtlessly.
With the same success it is possible to consider a
cock, an author of dawn, but this is too great a truism
to be placed into the skulls of generals and ma-

jors with blue loops.
Orgy On The Ruins Of Individuality

One bright engineer, when asked why he be-
came an engineer and not, let's say, an art critic,
said: “Here there are fewer x's.” Here is the basic
difference between the so-calld exact sciences and
humanistic, which stand with one foot on the plane
of logic, and with the other —on the plane of the
irrational, side by side with art. The so-called techni-
cal intellectual, strongly convinced that philosophy
“deals with nonsense”, “pours from hollow to the
empty”, has not matured enough to grasp theplain
truth: philosophy, upon which he looks superfici-
ally, pulls the object of research from the haze of ir-
rational underground depths and places it in his
hands so that he can measure it with a metre rule.
But the crux of the matter is that the entire complete
of spiritual concepts, thanks to which a human be-
ing became a human being, cannot be measured by
either the metre rule or the stop-watch. This is a
higher sphere, outside the reach of applied sciences.
“Mathematics, medicine, physigs, mechanics ...,
the more of them we bite, the more our heart bums
with hunger and thirst, and our gross stupefaction
cannot realize the fact that all of them are servants
of the mistress, a tail as compared to a head, with-
out which the whole body is unreal” (Skovoroda).
A chemist, taking away and adding substances in a
flask, can correctly demonstrate which of them is
the cause of a reaction. A historian, even one com-
pletely certain of his truth, can never demonstrate
a historical phenomenon so convincingly, so graphi-
cally: he cannot perform an experiment; he has to
deal with abstractions. After a defeat in the war with
Japan in 1984, the Chinese came to the conclusion
that the reason for their lack of success was ... a
change from bow and arrows to fire locks. Attempts
were made to explain to them that the reason is to
be found in complete stifling of individuality, which
brought on stagnation in material production as
well, but nobody could prove itto them exactly, with
mathematical accuracy. In vain Shaw wrote: “The
primary lesson of history is that people never leam
anything from history.”

Thus, it is much harder to leam a lesson from
history, then from chemistry. This was always cdn-
venient for despots: They proclaimed themselves
authors of all the achievements of society, and their
adversaries — the souce of all evil. Not everyone
will understand thait the “order™ established by
Stalin several decades ago is the direct cause of
present bedlam in agriculture, that the “ideological
work”, which was forcibly fed to the people for
decades, is the cause of the notorious lack of prin-
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ciples among contemporary youth, and not “bour-
geois propaganda”. When a person is taught to
take spiritual values ready-made from one source
without thinking, when the mechanism for their
development has been killed in a person then, it
would seem, a society must become an indestructi-
ble monolith. All conditions for this supposedly exist:
firstly, the uniformity of human needs and values;
secondly, undeniable, even though naive, worship
of one idol, which leads to unanimity. It would
seem that such a society should be strong in a mili-
tary sense as well. Let us take China, for example,
where medic -1 canons have not changed for 4,000
years. The Chinese really considered their empire
to be an indestructible monolith, the most powerful
on earth. But what happened? At the beginning of
the 20th century the European states, one after the
other, broke away pieces of the gigantic centraliz-
ed China with hardly any opposition.

A Russian nobleman in London or Paris looked
scornfully at demonstrations and revolutions, which
had become everyday occurrences there, and saw in
them symptoms of a weakness in comparison with
stable peace in his Mother Russia. A myth was even
coined about the “decaying West”, which has lasted
through to our days. A citizen, reading about it daily
in papers and novels, does not even suspect that
this great wisdom originated with Slavophiles and
Dostoevsky. As early as the mid-19th century it was
possible to read instructions on the page of Mos-
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kvytyanya (Muscovite) “Europe is old and blind, as a
dog grown sick with old age.” Mother Russia blos-
somed and was fragrant in her unanimity and indivi-
siblity, —the “decaying West” lived on, at the same
time managing to invent theories of relativity and
guantum. Russia accepted them —with a 50-year
delay and a reservation that Lomonosov had fore-
seen these investions 200 years ago —and continued
to talk about the “decaying West”. A typical exam-
ple of the complete atrophy of thought! “In Peter-
sburg they are singing songs which are no longer
popular in Paris”, — wrote Chemyshevskyi 100
years ago. He could write the same thing now.
Thus, Russia —is strong, the West — rotten yet,
what happened? The Crimean War came —and it
became clear to everyone that there is no point in
talking about an equal fight between these two
forces. The Russian fleet was sunk at the entrace to
Sevastopol Bay —it never had a chance of winning,
what’s more it could not even engage battle with the
Anglo-French fleet. This was a clash between two
worlds: 1) the one which considered individuality
to be the fundamental principle of all strength and
2) the one which sees in it major evil. At times the
latter was victorious, but the final victory was al-
ways achieved by the former. This was demonstrat-
ed in ancient times by the Greek phalanges and the
Roman legions which, besides the gigantic armies
of Eastern despots, looked like David beside Goliath,
but they nevertheless defeated them —for small cogs
were opposed by individuals.

Such conflicts opened the eyes of many —but
not all. The majority was only able to see the con-
sequences: “If only we had their weapons, then we
could work wonders with our system.” — But the
trouble is that this very “system” is the cause of
backwardness both in produotion and armament.
Nothing will change the free, unregimented thought
of an individual, whose creative ability is the only
stimulant of progress. The latter exist thanks to those
who retained the ability to think, have kept their
“I”, despite attempts to eradicate it. An individual
without an “I” becomes an automation, which will
perform everything, but cannot generate anything.
This is a spiritual impotent, a fertilizer for progress,
but not its motor. All totalitarianconcepts, no matter
what cloths they happen to wear, view a human
being in this way —as fertilizer. “With ourselves we

will fertilize the soil, like you —for future genera-
tions.” But is it possible that a human being has
gone through a long path of development to homo
sapiens only to become a fertilizer, and the earth—
a garden plot, where Utopian despots conduct
crazy experiments to satisfy their ambitions?

No programme will ever foresee everything ne-
cessary for full-blooded social development — this
can be coped with only by unchained creative pow-
er of an individual. Before becoming a factor of so-
cial development and receiving aid from the state,
cybernetics had to be conceived and to exist as an



independent idea in an individual brain. Sending
sthousands of slaves into the Ural Mountains, Peter
I put Russia at the head of the world in the produc-
tion of iron, on the same level as England. But
through centuries England surpassed Russia ten-
fold in this fieldLIt is possible to continue to use
Peter I's methods — it does not require too many
brains. But lasting results do not come. The cause
and effect mechanism, which begins with a creative
individual and ends in a practical result —is very
complex and hidden from human eyes. It is hard to
notice it. A savage could not connect a shot on one
bank of the river with a death of a living being on
the other, but the mechanism of interrelation of gun-
powder, bullet and rifle could be explained to him in
half an hour. If it were only possible to explain the
mechanism of social causes and effects so easily!

Such lifelessness is implanted by the small cog
in the moral and ethical sphere. When somebody
considers the present degeneration in China as the
rise of fanaticism, and a Chinese a fanatic, then this
is the greatest error. During Stalin’s funeral thou-
sand-strong herds crowded around the hearse of the
earthly god —and the world also thought: they are
fanatics. But three years have passed. The embalmed
corpse of the Dalai Lama was first covered with mud
and then thrown out of the mausoleum altogether.
And what happened? Did a revolt occur? Did the
thousands of fanatics shelter the temple with then-
own bodies? —Nobody even said a word! The herd
trampled the corpse of the leader and then ate his
remains. Those who were taken for fanatics, filled
with blind devotion, revealed themselves to be quite
empty. It was revealed that they were simple robots.
An ordr was given to love Stalin —and everyone
put on mourning headbands. Their anger, their sor-
row, happiness, enthusiasm — everything was pro-
grammed: “anger” against “traitor Tito” which the
“community” expressed at “meetings” today, tomor-
row automatically transformed itself into “enthu-
siasm”, and the “communisty” itself, neatly formed
along the road from the airport to the centre will
obediently hold placards and wave hands.

Therefore it is useless for the “old” who have
found room for themselves in cosy chairs, to wonder
where the “young” come from, who “don’t consider
anything to be holy”. The story of Stalin has shown
that the old also considered nothing to be holy, —
but they, in their blindness and atrophy of the mind
could not see this. The “young” at last have noticed
that the kins is naked. This is a good sign. Only he
who has rid himself of illusions and was able to see
the broken through, will begin to search for new
values.

A hollow man —that is, perhaps, the chief ac-
cusation against a tyranny and its inevitable rise.

When a despot proclaims that he has a monopoly of
wisdom, honour and conscience and prohibits the

creation of these qualities independently — this is
the beginning of the spiritual draining of a man. But
every living being is in need of self-expression. And
when this need has no chance to express itself in the
spiritual sphere, then the spiritual capabilities of
man become useless, atrophy and assume an inferior
position. Even thinking that a man can do something
by himself is unlikely.

Both before and after the trial we were told
several times that we are the “brood of Antonenko-
Davydovych and Company”. An idea, from the point
of view of the KGBists, can be implanted in the head
of an individual only from outside. And when in the
midst of the young Ukrainian intelligentsia a move-
ment against chauvinistic oppression sprang up the
KGBists, first of all, hastened to find who brought
it? Who influenced them?

Banished from the spiritual sphere, the instinot
of self-expression throws itself with twice as much
energy upon the material sphere, and we have a man
before us who has “liberated” from the spiritual in-
terior and has in its stead a greatly expanded materi-
al cover. Passions of the lowest kind become the sole
mover of behavior. But nobody would dare to say
this about. Officially it is assumed that the samll cog
is motivated by devotion, self-sacrifice, honour and
so forth, but the small cog does not exhibit these
traits —and comes to the conclusion that all these
moral principles are simple strange superstitions,
about which everyone is talking but with which you
are lost in the white world. Thus dual morality is
bom. Hypocrisy becomes a social norm. Because of
inertia die dictator is awarded divine honours, all
poles are decorated with his portraits but the central
attacker becomes a real god. Only in a stadium or a
tea-house do the small cogs awake briefly from their
lethargic sleep.

The small cog possesses an almost masterly abi-
lity to Kill everything he touches. When he is told
to join some newly created society for the preserva-
tion of nature —he will not refuse, and in a month
the society will have as many members as there are
small cogs, but nature will not benefit because of it,
This society —is still bom like all others, The small
cog cannot be persuaded to do lively, useful work
by an unknown element like an amoeba: a formless,
jellylike mass without strongly designated banks, he
will seep through the finest mesh. The wildest ex-
periments can be conducted and the small cogs will
accept them —thus factories are built in places where
it has been planned to supply energy in 20 years or
where there are no raw materials; production is
doomed to vegetate for long years in a state of decay.

Thus, on the ruins of individuality, an order was
being built sowing the land with death, “This is
worse than a plague. A plague kills indiscriminately,
but a despotism selects its victims from the flower
of a nation”, - wrote Stepnyak-Kravchynskyi.
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US Anti-Communism

Stories in the American press, statements made
by US politicians and other public figures and, final-
ly, the actions of the US government in the interna-
tional arena all point to the fact that the influence of
the ultra-right reactionary forces on the shaping of
Washington’s foreign policy course has grown.

The American ultra reactionaries — behind
whom stand the military-industrial complex —are

alarmed by the development of the world revolu-
tionary process and demand that every means of
struggle against the socialist community and the
workers’ and national liberation movement be mobi-
lized. The expansion of the American imperialist ag-
gression in Southeast Asia met the approval of the
reactionary circles of the USA; it was not without
reason that George Wallace, the well known re-
presentative of these circles who ran for President
a couple of years ago, said quite frankly that Richard
Nixons Administration “is taking some positions
that we took in the campaign in ‘68”.

With the Aemrican ultra exercising increasing
influence on US government policy, the more rabid
anti-communist forces are once again making wide
use of a provocative campaign which goes under
the hypocritical name of Captive Nations Week.
This year it was held for the 'twelfth time in the
United States and used to kindle hatred against
the Soviet Union and other socialist countries.

Such annual anti-Soviet campaigns are con-
ducted on the basis of US Senate Joint Resolution
111 of July 17, 1959, which later, as Public Law
86-90 made it incumbent on the President of the
USA to dsignate annually, in a special proclama-
tion, the third week of July as Captive Nations Week.

This law was passed by the Congress at a time
when American imperialism was experiencing a
serious crisis in its anti-communist policy. There
were those in Washington who felt that the obvious
bankruptcy of the so-called “doctrine of liberation”
demanded new and more flexible forms of struggle
with the countries of the socialist community. Re-
alistically thinking bourgeois figures felt that -the
continued pursuance of the policy of “balancing on

— From “International Affairs,” Nov., 1970.
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the brink of war” under conditions where the correla-
tion ot world forces was unfavourable to imperialism,
could present a danger to the future of capitialism.
Those years saw the beginnings of a tendency among
such realistic politicians not to brush aside the prin-
ciple of peaceful coexistence among states with
different socio-economic systems.

It was with these tendencies that -the ultra-
right' forces of the USA undertook to give battle as
they once again began advancing slanderous “argu-
ments” about the enslavement by “Russian com-
munism” of other peoples in the Soviet Union and the
mythical export of revolution from the USSR. Re-
solution 111 accused the Soviet Union of “enslav-
ing” -the East European counrties and declared the
socialist camp to be a “dire threat’ to the security of
the United States.1

The direct instigators of the resolution were
reactionary emigre organization, such as the US
based Assembly of Captive European Nations, the
Conference of Americans of Central and Eastern
European Descent, and Aemrican Friends of Captive
Nations. Each of these organizations represents the
ardent foes of socialism —people who have suffered
political and moral disaster in their own countries
and have found asylum overseas-

The Congress of the USA became the chief pro-
paganda tribune for reactionary emigre circles. It
is characteristic that after a special organizational
centre was established for conducting the Week —
namely, the National Captive Nations Committee,
with headquarters in Washington and 75 branches
in other parts of the country —over one-third of the
members of the House of Representatives and about
a third of Senators became members, prompting The
Washington Post to write that the “annual Captive
Nations charade might better be called Captive Con-
gressmen Week”.2

Indeed, many American congressmen have re-
ally been caught by the itch of anti-communism.
They use this measure not only to kindle hatred
towards socialism, but also to advance their personal
careers. Referring to this, a Chicago newspaper,

1 Congressional Record; Vol. 105, Pt. 11, pp. 14105-14106.
2. Washington Post, July 10, 1967.



The Polish American, noted that the propaganda
campaign provides an “excellent opportunity for our
Congressmen and Senators to make stirring addres-
ses” to their own advantage without any risk to their
political careers. Last year, 53 members of the House
of Representatives and six senators made unbridled
anti-oommunist speeches during July “week” With
off-year congressional elections coming up this year,
a number of congressmen again tried during the
July campaign to attract the votes of the Americans
of East European extraction. Not only is Congress
involved in conducting this bitter anti-communist
campaign; the governors of number of states as well
as the mayors of some large cities are adding fuel
to the flames.

But all these are only the external attributes of
July’s anti-communist activities; the chief aim is to
fight the very idea of socialism and to attempt to
discredit the foregin and home policies of the Soviet

Union and the other countries of the socialist com-
munity. The organizers of this campaign vigorously
oppose any relaxation of international tension and
support the aggressive actions of American imperi-
alism.

The official programme for the 1970 National
Captive Nations Committee calls for “total victory
in Vietnam” and contains a protest against the de-
velopment of equitable trade with socialist countries-
The authors of this document have proposed to es-
tablish a Freedom Academy to train personnel for
carrying out subversive activity against the socialist
states. They demand that the government step up its
psyhological warfare against the Soviet Union and
its allies, thus actually advocating a complete re-
examination of American policy towards the USSR
and a return to the more violent methods in the
policy and practice of anti-communism of the 1950s.

In this Lenin anniversary year, the organizers

10,000 Ukrainians from Canada and USA commemorating anniversaries of Ukrainian National Revolution and Ukrainian Insurgent Army.
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of the Week have given special priority to the
launching of an ideological campaign against Marx-
ism-Leninism. A special resolution by the World
Anti-Communist League adopted in connection with
the Ciptive Nations Week has summoned its mem-
bers to intensify the campaign against the ideology
of Leninism, and has also demanded the disruption
of any efforts by UNESCO and by democratic forces
in the capitalist countries to honour the Lenin an-
niversary on a wide scale.

The campaign of the organizers and participants
of Captive Nations Week against improving relations
between the United States and the Soviet Union
manifested itself WItIl particular bitterness when the
Soviet-American consular convention was being ra-
tified. The question of concluding this convention
was debated for seven years. The National Capative
Nations Committee was one of the main opponents
of its ratification. Member of the House of Represen-
tatives Bray testified that his Committee and other
emigrant organizations had launched and especially
savage propaganda campaign against its ratification
after the convention was signed in 1964. In their
statements and anti—Soviet actions, the emigrant
rabble and itheir patrons fell in line with such pro-
fascist organizations as the American Legion, the
John Birch Soviety, and the like.

Anti-communist propaganda took on such a fran-
tic nature that even the businessmen’s mouthpiece,
The Wall Street Journal, had to write that “the pact’s
foes have their heads in the clouds. It hardly serves
the US interest to sabotage a deal in its own advan-
tage”.3Soon after this admission, the Senate approv-
ed .the Soviet-American consular treaty with a vote
of 66 for, 28 against and 6 abstentions. Thus, its op-
ponents lacked only 3 votes to block ratification.

Along with a demand for “total victory in
Vietnam”, the programme of Captive Nations Week
also includes rejection of expanding trade with so-
cialist countries if they show no readiness to make
“political concession”.4 The reactionary circles have
lost all elementary sense of reality, the organizers
of the Week state that socialism “will not last”
without trade support from the capitalist world.

Using this kind of propaganda, many prominent
members of the US ruling circles try to show that
to trade with the countries of the socialist community
is the same as giving them economic aid. In this
connection, The Washington Post wrote of the
“Neanderthalie view” of most of the members of
Congress, according to which "ordinary commer-
cial trade is equated with foreign aid”5

But it is precisely this view of the Congressmen
that turns out to be decisive when the matter comes
to considering foreign trade questions. Here is one

3. Wall Street Journal, March 14, 1967.

4. Congressional Record, No. 153, Sept. 23, 1969, p.
H8324.

5. Washington Post, June 10, 1968.
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example. As far back as May 1966, a bill was intro-
dueel in Congress on expanding trade between the
West and the East, although The New York Times
did warn at the time that American trade policy
towards the socialist countries “still is little changed
from the most frigid days of the cold war”.6 And,
indeed, the bill was buried by the congresmen, just
as were subsequent similar proposals introduced in
Congress during Richard Nixon’s Administration. It
was a question of tariff reductions on goods from
the socialist countries according to the most-favour-
ed-nations principle, which has long become stan-
dard practice in international trade. But even this
meagre measure was subjected to violent criticism in
the Congress.

In February 1968, through thé efforts of the
placemen of the reactionary emigrant circles in Con-
gress, the Export-Import Bank of the USA —creat-
ed during Franklin D. Roosevelt’s Presidentcy for
finacning foreign trade —was deprived of the right
to offer even short-term credits to socialist coun-
tries, because the latter are aiding the people of
Vietnam in their struggle against American aggres-
sion. Member of Congress Fino, who played an active
role in getting this decision adopted, stated: “If a
Soviet bloc nation stops aiding North Vietnam, it
becomes eligible for Export-Import Bank dealings.7

Of course, concentrated reactionary pressure
has not always had complete success in political

clashes within the US ruling circles, and there have
been voices raised in Congress urging a more reali-
stic appraisal of the international situation. After
a sharp fight, the Senate in late 1969 approved a draft
bill (with a vote of 49 to 24) reducing the number
of categories of so-called strategic goods from 1,300
to 200. In doing this, the Congressmen undoubtedly
took into account the difficulties of -the American
balance of payments and the fact that the volume of
the Eastern European market is steadily expanding.

The facts show that the provocative activity of
the organizers of Captive Nations Week increases
sharply whenever the international situation is ag-
gravated. For instance, in July 1968, -the Week was
held under slogans calling for support of the anti-
socialist counter-revolutionary forces in Czecho-
slovakia. The ringleaders of the reactionary emigr-
ation demanded that the Johnson Administration in-
terfere in the internal affairs of Czechoslovakia in
order to isolate it from the socialist community and
facilitate the restoration of capitalism in that country.
As Look magazine frankly wrote, the anti-communist
development of events would have ultimately made
it possible .... to sweep the communists out of
power. If this had happened, Czechoslovakia would
for all practical purposes have left the Communist
camp.8

6. New York Times, May 23, 1966.
7. Congressional Record, No. 16. Feb. 6, 1968, p. H826.
8. Look, Oct. 1, 1968.



When five fraternal socialist countries came
to the aid of the Czechoslovak people, the ultra-
rightists in the USA increased their pressure on
Washington. The programme of the extreme reac-
tionary forces was soon concretised in a letter to
Secretary of State Dean from the head of the Na-
tional Captive Nations Committee, Dobriansky.
The letter demanded that diplomatic relations be-
tween the United States and the Soviet Union,
Poland, Hungary and Blugaria be severed immedia-
tely that trade agreements and cultural exchange
pacts with these countries be suspended, that a
NATO meeting be called to work out a more aggres-
sive policy, and that full use should be made of the
UN tribune to oppose the USSR and other socialist
states. Dobriansky called on the American govern-
ment to give “immediate and unstinted support of
the Captive Nations”.9

Meanwhile, a violent anti-Soviet campaign
broke out with new vigour in Congress. Senator
Hruska urged that the whole American policy to-
wards the Soviet Union be re-examined, while his
colleague Dodd called for the convocation of an ex-
traordinary session of the UN and the use of eco-
nomic sanctions against the five socialist countries.

As a result of the fierce pressure from the rea-
ctionary forces, implementation of the cultural ex-
change programme with the European socialist st-
ates was halted, inauguration of air service between
Moscow and New York was postponed, and ratifica-
tion by Congress of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Treaty was held up for more than six months.

Having lost touch with reality, the emigrant
reactionaries clung to the hope that capitalism would
be restored in the socialist states. In the autumn of
1967, Dobriansky’s book, with, the pretentious title

9.  Quoted from Congressional Record, No. 170. Oct. 12.
1968, p. E8950.

I mwAush

mm sfrie*os of

*

HEV1K

o </FEKftT1I0NS,trc

HUMAN RIGHTS.

of The Vulnerable Russians,10 was published- In it
a big bulid-up was given to bourgeois nationalists
and all kinds of renegades who had taken up amis
against the Soviet people. The author of this vindi-
ctive scrawl literally falls over himself, attempting

to prove that the Soviet Union is “vulnerable in the
national respect”. This preacher of fascist openly
advocates a preventive war against the USSR.

The American ultras wasted no time in latch-
ing on to Dobriansky’s book. They sung its praises
in their speeches in Congress and published enthusi-
astic reviews in many newspapers and magazines.

The désignés of our political and ideological
adversaries for weakening the unity of the peoples
of the Soviet Union in one way or another are, how-
ever, far from new. “It is, of course, no secret,” said
L. I. Brezhnev, “that our class adversaries and the
various reactionary forces outside our country still
gamble on subverting the unity of the peoples of
the USSR. It is well known how similar calculations
by the Hitlerites ended in an inglorious fiasco; they
were smashed to pieces when they came up against
the monolithic unity of our people. But reaction-
aries are called reactionaries because they are un-
able to heed the lessons of history. However, their
present insidious machinations are doomed to dis-
mal failure. The unity of the Soviet peoples, who
have learned the power of friendship, brotherhood
and allround cooperation through their own historical
experience, is unshakable.1l

The present tactical plan of the leaders of the
reactionary emigration in the USA and its influ-
ential patrons is obvious. They have taken stock of
the fact that it was precisely when the Republians
occupied the White House that Captive Nations

10. Lev E. Dobriansky, The Vulnerable Russians, New
York, 1967.
11. Pravda, April 15, 1970.

Captive Nations Week Observance in
New York City. An AF-ABN protest
demonstration in front of the Soviet-
Russian U.N. Mission, July 12, 1970*
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Week originated. In 1964, the slogans of this cam-
paign in essence became an inseparable part of Gold-
water’s platform. And it was none other than Do-
briansky, as the Republican Party’s adviser on na-
tionalisties, who succeeded in 1968 in getting a spe-
cial point on “assistance to the Captive Nations™
introduced into the Republic platform.

The organisers of the notorious Week and their
patrons stand on the extreme right flank of Ameri-
can reaction. Indeed, this is the miserable rock bot-
tom of anti-communism in the United States. The
aims and methods of these groups even from the
viewpoint of American politicians are so odious that
representatives of the US ruling circles often have to
restrain the ardour of the emigrant leaders.

While the American leaders feel it unwise under
present conditions to comply with some of the more
militant demands of the organizers of Captive Na-
tions Week, they are notagainst using their anti-com-
munist slogans, especially since the patrons of the
reactionary emigration actively support the US go-
vernment’s militaristic course. For example, in Au-
gust 1969, of the six senators who gave traditional
anti-Soviet speeches during the Week, five voted
to continue the missile armaments race-

Recent years have a consolidation of the alli-
ance between the reactionary emigration and a num-

ber ot government, military and public figures in the
United States who share the views of the ultras.
Active participants of anti-cjommunist campaigns
conducted within the framework of the Week have
been, for example, former Commander of US arm-
ed forces in Vietnam and present US Army Chief
of Staff General Westmoreland; FRI chief J. Edgar
Hoover, and racist Senator Thurmond. The well
known American reactionary trade-uui m leader,
George Meany, has been Honourable President of
Captive Nations Week Since 1965. The traditional
parade in Chicago in honour of the Week has been
headed for a unmber of years by Chicago’s Mayor
Daley and Commander of the American Legion Mu-
rphy, both acting in close contact with the ringlea-
ders of emigrant organizations.

Ry supporting Captive Nations Week, official
Washington contradicts its own declaratons. Richard
Nixon, who has often spoken in favour of moving
from the “era of confrontation” to an “era of ne-
gotiations”, admitted in his book The Crises that the
Weeks have brought about a worsening in Soviet-
American relations. According to columnist Drew
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Pearson, Richard Nixon, during his visit to the So-
viet Union in 1959, had to apologise for the action
of the American Congress, saying that “Congress
was foolish to pass the resolution”.

The American cbmmunists have repeatedly ex-
posed the inspirers of Captive Nations Week. They
have emphasised that the reactionary emigration
acts in close alliance with such ultra-Right organiza-
tions as the Minutemen, the John Birch Society and
the Ku Klux Klan. The US Communist Party’s po-
litical Affairs magazine wrote that “in addition to
neo-Nazi parties and the ultra-Right movement,
there are a large number of war criminals in our
country who, during World War Il, helped the
Nazis ‘rid Europe of Communist and Jews”.

Criticism of the activity of the organizers of
the Week also comes from within the liberal bour-
geoisie of the USA. A characteristic appraisal in this
connection was given on the pages of The Washing-
ton Post by George Kennan. He wrote; “Needless
irritations, such as the Captive Nations resolution and
various antiquated trade restrictions, are still per-
mitted to impede the development of Soviet-Ame-
rican relations”.

Such a position unquestionably takes into ac-
count ithe attitude of ordinary Americans. As T.
Sorensen, a former Adviser to John Kennedy, ad-
mitted, the American people would not be willing
“to turn back the cold war clock to a point where
we broke off diplomatic relations with M oscow ----
forbade trade relations of any kind with the USSR
and refused to listen seriously to any of its disarma-
ment proposals.”12

It is obvious to the majority of American that the
reactionary emigre group based in the US has long
been a political corpse. It would be naive to suppose
that anti-pommunist provocation activities could re-
present any kind of threat to the socialist states.
However, it is impossible to ignore the fact that the
anti-Soviet commotion made by this reactionary em-
igre group is having some effect on US foreign po-
licy.

Y There is no question that improvement in re-
lations between the United States and the socialist
states is possible only on the basis of principles of

peaceful coexistence. Only such a policy —and not
the organization of provocations and anti-Soviet Sl-
ander —meets the interests of world peace.

12. Congressional Record, No. 76, May 12. 1969, p. S4942.



Last U.S. Aid Grant To Korea:

In May 1970, the Governments of the Republic
of Korea and the United States concluded in agree-
ment providing for a $10-million (3-billion won)
supporting Assistance Grant to Korea. The money is
being used to finance the foreign-exchange costs re-
quired for import from the United States of raw
materials, machinery, and equipment needed by
Korean industry.

The significance of this agreement is no mea-
sured in the amount of money involved, nor in the
extent of continuing good relations between the two
nations. Instead, this agreement, the last of its kind
to Korea, represents the ROK’s steady and determin-
ed progress toward economic self-sufficiency.

The agreement was the final free grant of A-
merican economic assistance to the ROK. Korea has

From: “Friends of Freedom”, January, 1971.

An Economic Milestone

received over $4-billion (120-billion won) in various
kinds of assistance since 1945. This aid was invalua-
ble in helping the recovery of Korea’s economy in the
1950’s, and gave impetus to the ROK’s growing eco-
nomy in the late 1960.

At the signing of the agreement, Economic Plan-
ing Minister Kim Hak-yul said, “This last agreement
represents a significant milestone in the history of
Korean economic development.”

Termination of grant-assistance to Korea marks
the ROK as the 24th developing nation to no longer
rely on free supporting-aid.

Howard E. Houston, representing the United
States Agency for International Development (U.S.
AID), adding to Minister Kim’s remarks, said, “The
termination of U.S. grant-assistance signals a for-
ward step for the Korean economy toward self-suf-

Minister Kim Hak-yu!
(seated left), Economic
Planning Board, and Mr.
Howard E. Houston, U.S.
AID  director, conclude
the final agreement for
grant-type assistance.
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ficiency and continued development in the 1970's.
We [the United States] terminated grant-assistance
to Korea as the nation no longer needs the assistance,
not because of our budget or a policy change.”

ROK Economic Grows

The policy of AID programs has consistently
been to provide assistance in the hopes that assist-
ance would not always be needed. Korea began to
show its economy potential with the successful im-
plemention of the first Five-Year Plan (1962-1966).
By the time the second Five-Year Plan (1967-1971)
was being developed, the Korean economy began
growing at an outstanding rate and has been cited
by world economic experts as a model example of a
rapidly developing nation.

This is apparent in the ROK’s decreasing bud-
getary reliance on foreign financial aid. For example,
the percentage of foreign aid in the Government's
budget has declined from 34.6 percent in 1960 to
5.1 percent in the 1970 national budget.

Since 1962, when the nation’s first Five-Year
Plan was launched, the Government has tried to in-
crease its domsetic tax revenues and develop the na-
tion’s manufacturing and export industries. Korea’s
Gross National Product (GNP) —the total monetary
value of all goods and services produced in the coun-
try —for 1967 achieved an impressive 15.9 percent
growth rate

Historic Aid Role

Korea has benefited from United States assist-
ance programs since 1945. The first, from 1945 to
1953, was relief aid —food, grain, clothing, and me-
dicine —for war victims. The aid was administered
from 1945 to 1948 by the Government and Relief in

Occupied Areas (CARIOA) program. From 1949 to
1953, the aid was given by the Economic Coopera-
tion Administration (ECA) and the U.N. Civil As-
sistance Command in Korea (UNCACK). Other
agencies were formed to manage and direct the flow
of relief goods and services; during the period from
1950 to 1954, Civil Relief in Korea (UNKRA) was
operated from 1950 to 1959. The Foreign Operation
Administration (FAO) established a Korean office in
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The Korean Institute of Science and
Technology (KIST), a major example of
American assistance to Korea, was fin-
anced, in part, by a 2.16-billion won
($7.2-million) grant from the United States.

1953 and, at the same time, the Office of the Econo-
mic Coordinator for Korea (OEC) was established
in the United Nations Command.

Foreign assistance changed from relief-aid to

.grant-aid in 1954, when the Republic of Korea de-

sperately needed help to rehabilitate the industries
that had been destroyed during the Korea War.

Aid Evolution

The United States Congress passed the Foreign
Assistance Act in 1961, establishing, in 1962, the U.S.
AID programs which were to prove so valuable to
Korea’s economic progress.

As Korean leaders, armed with ambitious eco-
nomic plans, began to construct key industries, Unit-
ed States assistance provided machinery, equipment,
and raw materials.

Grant-assistance, such as that provided in the
last agreement signed in 1970, is in two types, pro-
ject- and nonproject-assistance. Project-assistance
provided machinery and equipment for the develop-
ment of agriculture, transportation, electric power,
public works, mining, manufacturing, and housing
construction. Nonproject-assistance provided ma-
terials for agricultural development and develop-
ment of fuel and industrial raw material resources.

The largest, and perhaps the most impressive,
result of project-assistance in Korea is the Korean
Institute of Science and Technology (KIST), which
was financed primarily by grant-assistance funds,

Desired Aid Objective

Korea’s economic progress, and the nation’s
determination to achieve economic self-sufficiency,
are heartily approved by the United States Govern-
ment. For the role of American assistance has been
to help other nations help themselves. Dr. John A.
Hannah, administrator of U.S. AID, acclaimed Ko-
rea’s economic progress during a recent visit to the
ROK when he said, “Your country is not blessed
with an overabundance of natural resources. But
what has been accomplished by your people and by
your government in recent years —not only in pro-
viding for your own defense, but in moving in the
direction of increasing your economic resources,



From 25 Nations

Pyongyang Trains 2,000 In Guerrilla Warfare Tactics

The north Korean Communists have, since 1966, trained in guerrilla tactics more than 2,000 persons who
came from 25 countries and two organizations, with the aim of helping them overthrow their legitimate
governments, it was learned yesterday.

According to authentic sources, north Korea also sent six guerrilla warfare instructors to Cuba to en-
gage in guerrilla training programs there.

The trainees, who come from Central and South America, Asia and Africa go through guerrilla training
programs which are divided into three divisions according to the length of time - six-month, one year and
one and a half years.

This secret training program of the north Korean Communists was first disclosed to the world last
week as the Mexican government rounded up a ring of antigovernment agents who were taught guerrilla
tactis in north Korea.

The sources said that the Pyongyang regime has been carrying out the training program at 10 special
bases provided in the north.

When necessary, the sources revealed, the Communists have used even the north Korean army’s special
training centers for the foreigners. In this case, north Korean officers and non-commissioned officers pro-
vide the training.

Those who are receiving the guerrilla training in the north include 1,300 persons from Central and South
American countries and 700 from Asian and African countries, the sources said.

The tactics taught at the north Korean centers cover politics, geography, radio, guerrilla warfare for
both urban and rural regions, tackwondo (the Korean version of karate), fencing, marksmanship and the
handlingof explosives of various types.

The foreigners are given lectures on the speeches of Kim Il-sung, boss of the Pyongyang Communist
regimes, all aimed at having them instigate riots against their governments, according to the sources. The
sources said Pyongyang’s plots were well reflected in Kim’s books and official addresses.

—From “The Korea Herald” March 23, 1971 —

the GNP of your people, and your successful efforts the United States that have had an opportunity to
in increasing your exports —should be a matter not work with you and to provide some assistance and
only of great pride to you, but to the people from encouragement over the years.
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War of Lost Opportunities

(a) MacArthur in Korea: Had the General
been given 1/10th the combined strength used in
Viet Nam operations, he could have pursued the
Chinese division reeling back in the spring of 1951.
Had he been permitted to bomb the sanctuaries
north of the Yalu, the Chinese advance would have
been slowed down, if not stopped altogether. In-
stead, with 73 Red Divisions partly consumed or
in retreat, the Reds were given a breathing spell and
eventual recovery via the U-N.

(b) Kennedy and the Bay of Pigs: Had the in-
vading C.I.A. trained Cuban refugee force been sup-
ported by air, they could have maintained a foot-
ing and ultimately destroyed the Castro menage.
This would have been a logical war —to remove
a threat in the Carribbean, a lethal missile base
threat against Florida.

(c) Korea and the Bay of Pigs: Examples of

tactical opportunities, lost or evaded, with endless
after results totally beneficial to the enemy.

That enemy is revealed again; Communist Rus-
sia and its relentless drive toward world domina-
tion. The gullible “liberals” who control the press
and the book-market are equally revealed as crypto-
communists rendemg aid and comfort the enemy.
Between the “New York Times” and “Life”, they
supported Castro while the “pincoes” supported Ho-
Shi-Ming and the Russo-Chinese maneuvers in Sou-
th-East Asia. “Life” managed to blow-up the May
Lai incident in 1968, they have done it again
in 1970 in emphasizing Clark Clifford in his
anti-Nixon diatribe “set a date and get out of
Viet Nam.” The significant feature about this
performance is that this is the voice of a former Pre-
sidential adviser and Secretary of Defense. What
does he think Nixon is doing —except getting out?
The only President to physically reduce our troop
strength while exploring every diplomatic and poli-
tical channel-

(d) Fluctuating global military factors:
In appraising lost opportunities, one must ac-

From: Foreign Intelligence Digest
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knowledge the rapidly changing geopolitical and
strategic factors like armaments, relative troop
strengths, relative status of foes and alleged allies,
viz:

i While the U.S. enjoyed a virtual monopoly
on nuclear weaponry (1950) it could take all sorts
of geopolitical liberties.

ii - When it lost this monopoly to effective Rus-
sian espionage through British and Canadian chan-
nels, the picture changed; American geopolitical ca-
pacity was and is rapidly shrinking.

iii  Comparison between Cambodia (1970)
and Korea (1951) are no longer valid —except the
myopic American unwillingness to use mass interdic-
tion weapons.

iv. The capabilities of the Air Arm has been
grossly abused and totally misapplied (in Washing-
ton).

v It is not a weapon suitable for jungle and
tropical forest areas, the ideal guerrilla playground.

vi As delivery of “interdiction”, defoliation
and chemical belts, it can become again effective.

vii The sharp pilot and plane losses are a
waste, chasing 20/30 tons truck columns when 10,000
ton ship deliveries could be stopped in a single

viii The Cambodian bru-ha-ha by pacifist and
draft-dodgers will only lead to ultimate American
surrender. There is still an opportunity, in a race
against Russian build-up to a risk situation: Seal
forest areas and Red routes of supply, maritime and
on land, to halt Hanoi (and Chinese) movements.
The answer lies in the chemical characteristics of
phosgene or other viscous gas (land areas) and the
mining of enemy harbours.

As stated previously: “ a dangerous imba-
lance in manpower (Asiatic cannon fodder armed
with Czech, Russian or Chinese maching guns) re-
quires a new strategic (and tactical) policy: The
calculated employment of nuclear (or chemical)
mass destruction weapons to offset the inexsausti-
ble manpower of Asia imposing no more moral
dilemma than Truman’s use of the first atomic bomb
on Hiroshima ...”



(Continued from the last issue)

There Can Be No Return

In the years following the Twentieth Congress
a great deal happened: thousands of innocents re-
turned to life from prisons and concentration camps,
the terror of the secret police was abolished, a few
timid contacts established with the outside world,
efforts made to decentralize industry and agricul-
ture. Tensions slackened, the threat of war moved
away, and hope for a sound peace began to take
root. Science, art, ideology made attempts to free
themselves from dogmatism. But also, in those same
years, the bloody events in Hungary took place, and
the execution of university students in Georgia and
of workers in Novocherkassk.

In March 1956 hundreds of Georgian students,
as well as other young people and intellectuals, ga-
thered in front of the building of the Central Com-
mittee in Thilisi, demanding a clarification of Khru-
shchev’s “secret” speech. Rumors of it had just reach-
ed Thilisi and, as always in the U.S.S.R., no one knew
anything about it, except that “potraits were to be
taken down,” this time Stalin’s. The frightened sec-
retary of the Georgian Central Committee called out
the army. The demonstration was a peaceful one.
As an expression of a long-standing protest against
“Russian oppressors,” it carried pictures of Stalin —
the pictures that had been ordered taken down. All
this was mostly due to a feeling of trampled nation-
al dignity, which in Georgians was strongly develop-
ed. Everything could have been settled peacefully
if it hadn't been for the army’s encirclement of gov-
ernment buildings.

When a group of students, after sending a tele-
gram to Moscow, emerged into the street, they were
seized. Comrades rushed to their defense. A scuffle
resulted and the soldiers opened fire. Dozens of
bodies remained lying in the street. The rest were
chased away. But relatives were forbidden to carry
away the dead and bury them. It was feared that the
funerals might end in mass demonstrations against
the Georgian Central Committee and the central

—From “Only One Year" Translated by Paul Chavchavadze.

By Svetlana Alliluyeva

government in Moscow. Bodies of dead students
were dispatched somewhere under guard, arousing
the indignation of the entire small nation. Students
threw rocks at trains leaving for Moscow — the
trains arrived with all the windows smashed. The
result of it all: a growing hatred of Moscow.

The official Moscow explanation of these events
—not in print, of course, but in one of the Central
Committee’s regular secret letters —proclaimed that
in Georgia “nationalist elements” had tried to secede
from the U.S.S.R.......

Soon after the Twentieth Congress, it transpired
that the former creators and participators in the
“cult of personality” did not wish to and could not
tell the truth, and that they would not let anyone
else tell it, be it historians or economists, artists or
poets.

The Party and State apparatuses, brought into
being and trained during the past decades, did not
wish to make any concessions to liberalism and de-
mocratization. Khrushchev’s efforts in this direction
met with resistance at every step. Every “case” con-
cerning the posthumous rehabilitation of victims of
the years of 1937-1938 had to be “pushed” with im-
mense efforts through the Central Cimmittee. O.C.
Shatunovskaya, an old Communist from Baku, spent
seventeen years in prison and in exile in Siberia.
When, after the Twentieth Congress, she had been
freed and rehabilitated in the Party, the Control
Commission of the Central Committee took her on to
work on rehabilitations —mostly posthumous ones —
of Party workers who had suffered in the “purges.”
But despite the support of Khrushchev and Mikoyan,

after a few years she was squeezed out of her job by
the same people who in former days had arrested
and jailed many. Shatunovskaya told me that she
simply could not go on; the entire apparatus of the
Central Committee was muttering almost openly
against de-Stalinization.

And no wonder, when one of the most reaction-
ary men, the most devoted to the old way, M.A.
Suslov, who began his career in the apparatus of the
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Central Committee in 1937, had remained its Sec-
retary, gathering around him all those opposed to
the “new course.”

Khrushchev was unable to get his way with the
Party apparatus. Too much had to be smashed. He
was afraid to do it. In the end he paid for it —the
apparatchiki got rid of him.

Khrushchev couldn’t openly declare that the
Party itself had supported the “cult of Stalin” and
that, after yielding him the full measure of power,
it had become the obedient agent of his absolute
will. By fearing to admit the Party’s guilt, and dump-
ing all the blame on the terrible dead man, he had
eloquently discredited not only himself but the en-
tire Party. For this the Party could not forgive him.
It became clear to the whole world what a totali-
tarian regime could neither accuse nor transform
itself: suicide was not in its nature, it could only
kill others.

Once again the well-tried method of palace re-
volution was successfully resorted to, and the new
Premier, Kosygin, together with the new “leader,”
Brezhnev, swore allegiance to the same old despotic
tradition: that the nation remain mute, while the
Kremlin alone spoke and made decisions.

But the unrestrainable process of liberation was
strong and bold in the lower echelons. While the
ugly battle for power went on upstairs, progress
followed its own course. It grew and spread from
below, pressing like hot steam on those on top, forc-
ing them to give in one moment and in the next to
resist. There was no halting the process. Progress
pushed its way through like bright grass among
flagstones.

The same slow, unyielding process of inner li-
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beration from the past went on in my soul: a libera-
tion from my country’s past and from my own.

It moved along its own line. Khrushchev’s “sec-
ret” speech was of no help to me, nor did it come as
a surprise. Among close friends we had often discus-
sed the inevitability of a change.

At the end of February 1956 Mikoyan gave me
the opportunity of reading the speech. He sent his
car for me, asking me to come to his home. “Read
this. Afterward we’ll discuss it, if necessary,” he
said. “Don’t hurry. Think it over. We shall wait for
you downstairs for supper.”

I spent several hours that evening in the library
of his home on the Lenin Hills. The most terrifying
thing was that | believed”very word | read. It was
impossible not to. And as | read on, | remembered
what my aunts had told me upon their return from
prison. My mother’s sister, Anna, had gone mad in
prison and had come home a sick woman. Yevgenia
Alliluyeva, the widow of Mother’s brother, bore it
all, but she said that she had signed all the accusa-
tions set before her: spying, poisoning her husband,
contacts with foreigners. “You sign anything there,”
she would say, “just to be left alone and tortured!

At night no one could sleep for the shrieks of agony
in the cells. Victims screamed in an unearthly way,
begging to be killed, better be killed...” She spent
six years in solitary confinement, forbidden to cor-
respons with her family, of whom she knew nothing
during all that time. In 1954 all the accusations were
admitted to be false, and she was allowed to go
home.

I kept thinking of the fate of Svanidze and that
of Redens, of the tragic destinies of many others |
had known, and my heart continued to sink into



a dreadful void. If only I could have refuted it all,
not believed it; if only I could have exclaimed, “It’s
a lie! He didn’t do it!” But | could not. | recalled
certain talks with friends and the little that was
accessible from unofficial sources, for official sources
always presented everything in a false light. Again
the postwar years and that grim winter of 1952-1953
came to mind, when with my own eyes | had seen
how much was done under my father’s direct orders.

At last \ went into the dining room, where
Mikoyan and his wife were anxiously waiting. “Un-
fortunately,” | said, “it all looks very-much like the
truth.” Mikoyan heaved a sigh of relief. He had
probably feared that | would start weeping and dis-
puting it all.

“l hoped you would understand,” he said. “Let’s
go to supper. We didn’'t want you to hear it unex-
pectedly at some meeting. In a week’s time this do-
cument will be read to all the Party’s organizations.”

I told him | was grateful. That evening we
touched on the subject no more; we kept reminiscing
about my mother, with whom Ashkhen Mikoyan had
been friends.

A few days later | was present at a Party meet-
ing in tre Institute of World Literature and sat
listening to discussions of Khrushchev’s speech. The
representative of the Central Committee tried to re-
strain passions, but everyone spoke of changes, de-
manding them: changes in the life of the whole coun-
try, freedom from dogmatism —all the things the
Central Committee feared most. | sat listening to
what was being said and shared in the general opi-
nion of those around me. Toward me, personally,
nothing changed after Khrushchev’s speech. My
friends treated me as before. | never felt any animosi-
ty directed at me.

Although during the last years my father and
1 had grown far apart, it was only now, after his
death, that my consciousness began to be cleared

of myths, of idealizations of canonized lies, of every-
thing with which the minds of my generation had
been saturated: the false image of the “wise lea-
der,” false history of the Party, false representation
of the “glorious development” of the country.

Because of the general isolation of the U.S.S.R.
from the rest of the world one couldn’t obtain a
single book published abroad on Soviet history. All
approaches to such “secret sources” were strictly
guarded. Such books were to be found exclusively
in State libraries and handed out only to those who
held special permits for research work. But even the
little which we managed to read in this way to us
a revelation. Actually, the material contained noth-
ing but historical facts; but by this same token, to
me they were far more significant than the sensa-
tional and cryptic way in which the Soviet press
exposed the “cult of personality.”

In 1954 | was able to read two books on the
history of Soviet literature published in the U.S.
one by Marc Slonim, the other by Gleb Struve. These
books were issued to my by the library from its
special collection solely because | was due to make
a report on them to a seminar. In these books I
came across a conception of the literature of the
twenties which to Soviet students was totally unex-
pected. Those years were called the flourishing
period in Russian literature, which had blossomed
freely until “Socialist realism” was proclaimed in
1934. There were such richness of style, such a varie-
ty of directions, so many new names —The Serapion
Brothers, “The South-West School,” Pilnyak, Babel,
Zamyatin; a struggle with the “proletaran writers”
who tried to claim a monopoly on arts; a totally new
picture of Gorky’s role, protesting violently against
the “inhuman cruelties of the Revolution,” all of it
unretouched, unedited. And again, hovering over
it all, the Party’s Secretary General, reputedly a pat-
ron of the arts but in reality one who had chased art
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Victims of collectization, starving waifs huddle in the streets of
a Russian city.

up the dead end where he had wanted it in the first
place. In conclusion there was a list of writers ar-
rested and destroyed, all of whom had sung praises
to the Revolution, to the Red Army, to a new life,
artists who had served the Party with their pens and
hearts...

In 1957-19.58, in the Institute of World Litera-
ture, a group of junior researchers —Andrei Sinyav-
sky and | among them —undertook to work on a
literary chronicle of the twenties and thirties. This
gave us access to newspapers and magazines of
that period. After looking through the back numbers
of Izvestia for 1922 and Pravda for 1934,1made
quite a few discoveries for myself.

Trotsky’s articles, establishing to Party line on
literature and art in those days, advocated the free
dvelopment of styles and total independence for the
creative artist. Lunacharsky wrote in the same vein.
Gorky, abroad as an emigre at the time, published
a series of articles entitled “On the Russian Pea-
santry,” a virulent attack on the bloody cruelties of
the Revolution (these articles are not to be found in
any edition of Gorky's works published in the
U.S.S.R.). In the Russia of those years action had
been brought against leftist SR’s (Social Revolu-
tionaries), and these former allies of the October
Revolution had been condemned, their party prohi-
bited. On the other hand, more and more publishing
houses had been founded all over the country, and
the NEP (the New Economic Policy), recently pro-
claimed, had given a certain freedom to private in-
itiative. The literary life of 1922 truly offered a
wealth and variety of creativity. We dug out of
limbo and oblivion the names and works of writers
whose books had been excluded from libraries
during many decades. We collected an immense
amount of material, but it was cut by our Party edi-
tors and censors. Half of the facts and names were
thrown out, among them Gorky’s articles “On the
Russian Peasantry”, it wasn’t permissible to “vilify

the icon.”
If Stalin’s name was never once to be found on
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the pages of the principal newspapers of 1922, in
1934 it literally never left the pages of Pravda,

In that same year —1934 —the first Congress
of Writers took place, which put an end to a variety
of styles and freedom of creativity, and abstract “So-

cialist realism” was accepted as the only formula for
writing. This, in essence, meant that literature en-
tered the service and control of the Party, which
is what the Secretary General had wanted all along.
While looking through the stenographic accounts
of that first Congress of Writers (until then also ex-
cluded from libraries), | first came across Bukharin’s
report on poetry, delivered by him at the Congress.
It was a brilliant report dealing with the essence of
poetical art and given by a politician who spoke to
writers as an equal to equals. Next to it Zhdanov’s
speech appeared pale and paltry.

At the Party’s Seventeenth Congress —the so-
called “Congress of Victors”which had taken place
that same year, hymns of praise to Stalin had been
heard every day in every speech. Everything that
year had seemed to promise economic improve-
ments, peace and democracy in the country. But
on the first of December Kirov was assassinated,
and instead of democracy came terror, arrests, trials,
and “purges,” in which the delegates to the “Con-
gress of Victors” perished along with Bukharin and
the delegates to the first Congress of Writers.

My father not only did nothing to save his old
comrades from destruction, but on the contrary
seemed to pull up by the roots everyone who was
talented and capable of independence of thought in
the Party, the army, the arts, so that there should
remain no colorful figures capable of attracting at-
tention and a acquiring popularity.

In 1956 Knrushchev was the first to denounce
this and hint at Stalin’s direct participation in Kirov’s
murder. He hinted at it, then got scared. Having
promised further investigations of the mysterious
circumstances surrounding the plot, he never again
permitted any spoken or written reference to it.

I kept thinking: Is it possible? Is it possible?
Wasn’t Kirov an old friend? Hadn’t he vacationed
in Sochi with my father that very year? The awful
answer came of its own volition: How about Buk-
harin? Wasn't he an old friend, too? Hadn’t he been
a summer guest at our dacha back in the days when
Mama was still alive? And if it was possible for my
father to accuse and execute Bukharin, what was
there to stop him from using the club on Kirov? All
this was so terrible that | felt like howling and run-
ning away from everyone, myself included...

In September 1957 | changed my name from
“Stalina” to “Alliluyeva” —under Soviet law children
could bear either their father’'s or their mother’s
name. | could no longer tolerate the name of Stalin:
its sharp metallic sound lacerated my ears, my eyes,
my heart...

I addressed myself to the President —\Voroshilov
at the time, an old friend of the family who had



greatly loved my mother. The Chancery of the Pre-
sidium could hasten the lengthy process. What's
more, | wanted to know what Voroshilov himself
would have to say about my decision. He was not
surprised and merely said, “You have done right.”

I had wanted to take my mother’s name when
I graduated from school and entered the university.
I told my father about it at the time. “Stalin,” after
all, was an adopted name, his political pseudonym.
He didn’'t say anything, but | saw by the look he
gave me that he had been stung, and | didn’t con-
tinue the conversation. Now | was free to do as |
pleased. Many people in the U.S.S.R. criticized me

in a tone of commiseration: “So they forced you to
change your name?” and refused to believe that it
had been done at my own request.

In 1966 lIsaac Deutscher’s Stalin: A Political
Biography, published in England in 1949, fell into
my hands. Strange as it may seem, only then was |
able to visualize for the first time the long history of
the struggle within the Party and of the gradual
process whereby the Party of Russian Communists
had been transformed into a caricature of itself.
Once again, | was making discoveries...

I learned of the sharp differences between my
father and Lenin during the last years of Lenin’s life.
All Soviet sources and political propaganda pre-
sented their relationship as an ideal friendship of
many years. | already knew of Lenin’s “Last Testa-
ment,” in which he had demanded the removal of
my father from the post of Secretary General. But
now it appeared that this had been preceded by a
long-standing difference on national problems. It
also turned out that the idea of the kolkhoz (collec-
tive farming), which my father had always associ-
ated with Lenin’s “cooperative plan,” in reality had
nothing to do with it. On this, too, their points of
view had differed. And as | read on, | learned how
power had gradually been gathered into one pair
of hands, how adroitly fromer colleagues — op-
ponents later on —had been outflanked. I learned
of the inimitable cynicism and savagery with which
possible rivals had been removed, and got a clear
picture of the deterioration and ruin of the Party,
ending in its complete enslavement to one man by
means of terror: In sum, everything about which
Lenin had sounded a warning.

I understood the great role played by Trotsky
in the Party and the Revolution. Knowing my father
well, 1 could now clearly perceive the origin of his
anti-Semitism. Undoubtedly it had stemmed from the
years of struggle for power with Trosky and his fol-
lowers, gradually transforming itself from political
hatred to a racial aversion for all Jews bar none.
Just to enumerate to oneself the names of all the
Party members annihilated by my father on his way
to power was enough to make one go mad...

It was at this same time that | read Milovan
Djilas’ Conversations with Stalin. Someone had
brought to Moscow the Australian edition of this

book, I didn’t get it from a library but from friends.
I was struck by Djilas’ lively and authentic portrait
of my father. | recognized his manners, his way of
speaking, the whole setting. And the more authentic
the details, the more convincing became the whole
outline of Stalin’s political cynicism even toward
“fraternal” Socialist countries; Let no popular leader
stand out too far, be it Dimitrov or Tito, let absolute
power not slip out of our hands. To this end “fra-
ternal internationalism” was forgotten and the Soviet
Union often behaved in the same way as Imperial
Russia had done. And, of course, there was, too, the
eternal vigilance of the secret police over each of
those “brother-leaders”!

Some time shortly after 1956, Ten Days That
Shook the World — John Reed’s book about the
October Revolution —was republished in Moscow.
In the twenties it had been published in a Russian
translation, and in the thirties taken out of circula-
tion, together with all books in which nothing was
said of Stalin’s role in the October Revolution. This
new edition carried the original introductions by
Lenin and Krupskaya: they both had considered
Reed’s book a very authentic, exact, and lively pre-
sentation of the events. But now the publishers added
still another introduction —their own —saying that
there was a great deal that John Reed, an American
correspondent, hadn’t known about Russia, hadn't
understood and hadn’t seen, and that, therefore, it
was impossible to depend on the authenticity of his
book...

And yet John Reed had objectively described
all the facts: the role of Trotsky in the Revolution,
the role of leftist SR’s then the allies of the Bolshevi-
ks. This differed too much from the official version

Samarkand silk spinner, an Uzbek woman, operates silk-
milling machinery in the fabled Soviet Central Asian city.

37



adopted in the U.S.S.R. It was, therefore, deemed
necessary to “correct” Lenin’s introduction. ..and
this after the Twentieth Congress!

A Brief History of the CPSU (Cpipmunist Party
of the Soviet Union), re-edited, altered, and added
to by Stalin in 1938, continued to serve for many
years as the standard for distorted history. (The
original version had been compiled by a group of
authors.) My father needed this “textbook™ to throw
out of history, once and for all, those who had been in
his way, those who had actually founded and created
the Party and had brought about the Revolution;
first and foremost among them, Trotsky, his greatest
rival. Als5 it eliminated those who had been in the
opposition or had disagreed with him. They were
called “agents of foreign imperialism.” And those
who had not taken part in any opposition but had
simply been victims of the 1937-1938 “purges” were
also tagged with the same label. It was the simplest
and surest way of discrediting politicians in he

eyes of the people. As for A Brief History, it had been
conceived as a credo for the nation for many decades
to come. That was the reason for my father” editing
and altering it with such diligence. In this history
of the Party, as rewritten by him, he appeared as
Lenin’s true, constant friend and comrade-in-arms,
and no other names could be found in it. More than
ten years have gone by since Khrushchev's speech
and still an objective history of the Party and the
Revolution remains to be written; and itwill be along
time before such a history gets written inthe U.S.S.R.

However, more important than books and docu-
ments was life itself around me. In those years |
made many friends among people older than myself
who lived through the thirties as mature men and
women and had “learned history” on their own
backs.

They were members of several intellectual fa-
nilies, interconnected by blood ties and friendships
of many years: literary critics, musicians, astrono-
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mers, physicists, journalists, artists, all of them unit-
ed by a creative life and by Russian culture passed
down to them from their fathers and grandfathers.
Among them were Russians and Jews, Russified
Germans, Dutch, Italians —there was a time when
Russia had indeed been an open country, receiving
everyone. These people were at once creators and
keepers of our culture during the dreadful deteriora-
tion that had surrounded them sinoe their youth,
and had carried the light with them throughout their
lives, giving light to others.

Marina had spent seventeen years in prison and
exile, although she had never been in any way con-
nected with politics. In her youth she had worked
as a surgical nurse; her first husband had been an
artist. This small, fragile woman, gay as a lark, was
more full of the love of life than most of my own
contemporaries. God alone knows what she had
had to endure; she herself considered her second
arrest the worst of her trials: her first, ten-year
term had come to an end, and it looked as if life
was to begin anew, when suddenly—prison again,
then exile to Kazakhstan. There, in a small village lost
in the steppes, she took care of the sick, taught,
and helped others to live. She found friends there —
intellectual women like herself, who had had no
connection with politics; translators from English,
French, Dutch, who had been exiled because of
their foreign origin. None of these women ever lost
courage, they all returned after the Twentieth Con-
gress; | met them at Marina’s. They had never stopp-
ed believing in life, had not grown disillusioned
with mankind, bore no resentments, and had not
hardened their hearts against anyone. Looking at
them, | thought to myself that human souls were
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not destroyed by external blows but by some inner
worm, if a man had been born with it in him. These
wholesome natures had tried to help in every way
possible the poor Kazakhstan villagers —just like
the wives of the Decembrists who had followed their
husbands, exiled to Siberia by Czar Nicholas I.

But how did it happen that in Soviet Russia a
medieval tyranny had been reinstated by none other
than “the Leader of the International Proletariat”?
Is it possible that Russia was so hopeless that every
progressive beginning was inevitably doomed to be-
come its own antithesis? No. Nobody thought this;
these people believed in Russia’s great supply of
energy and vigor, which would yet show itself and
throw off the yoke with which the nation had been
burdened.

My new friends were fond of me. They never
hesitated to “think aloud” in my presence. “You are
from our Profsoyuz, (Trade Union),” they would
say. This was the highest praise, and | knew that
in their midst 1 was not “the dictator’'s daughter,”
but just a human being.

Marina’s husband, a journalist, who had also
spent many years in prison, often traveled through
the country, visiting large factories and building pro-
jects, arbitrariness, theft. Exceptionally kind and
responsive to the misfortunes of others, he manag-
ed somehow to help everyone, forever tramping
government offices with requests and demands on
behalf of others, something that under Soviet bure-
aucracy is not only difficult but exhausting.

He once took me with him on a journalistic
trip to the extreme north —he wanted me to see
how much things had changed there. The plane flew
for hours over the tundra, that desert of snow, un-
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orossable on foot, from which no escape was possi-
ble. Norilsk, beyond the Arcti Circle, had sprung up
near the Yenisei River after 1953, when the frightful
concentration camp at the coal mines, worked by
prisoners, had been closed. Many of the former suf-
ferers remained to live and work in the new town
as free men — the pay in the extreme north was
double what it was anywhere else in the U.S.5.R.
Norilsk had grown into a modem city, with shops,
theaters, hotels, a public swimming pool. New houses
had been built near the ooal shafts, and instead of
the former prison barracks they now had a club, a
theater, a movie house. But the old mine settlement
had retained its name — Kayerkan —which in the
native tongue meant “black death.” Yes, only after
my fathers death had a normal, free life come here.
Nowhere else was this as evident as in Norilsk.

And it was Norilsk that | was particularly anxi-
ous to see, for my mothers brother Paul had been
to that region in 1922 with the Urvantsev expedi-
tion, the first to discover the immense wealth here
in coal and iron ore. Could Paul and the geologist
Urvantsev ever have dreamed that their discovery
would be turned into a concentration camp, into a
Black Death?

I also made new friends among my own gen-
eration, whose critical minds had begun function-
ing long before mine. These were literary critics,
poets, mathematicians. My contacts with Andrei
Sinyavsky, a connoisseur of Russian art, were of

great importance to me. Andrei never propagan-
dized, never tried to convince, but his whole per-
sonality couldn’t fail to influence those who knew
him, making them think and search after truth.

All these young people had long ago made the
discoveries which | was only beginning to make for
myself.

“Just you follow the whole chain of the Party’s
self-exposures, revealing its odious self,” they would
say to me. “For forty years now those beasts have
been devouring each other, just as in Dostoevsky’s
The possessed. Except for Lenin, all the other leaders
have sooner or later been accused and condemned.
It turns out that for forty years the country has been
governed by scoundrels! No other party in the world
has ever had such a performance of self-destruction,”

Dostoevsky and his Possessed came to mind
very often. Dostoevsky had suddenly captivated the
young generation with his earnest, passionate ser-
mon on religious humility, his hatred of Socialism.
And fifty years of Soviet revolution had thoroughly
prepared the soil for this: the nation was so soaked
in blood that as a counterbalance the Sermon on
the Mount suddenly resounded with unprecedented
foroe. Young people went to church because it was
one more way of saying “No!” to the Communist
State.

In May 1962 | was baptized, in the Orthodox
Church. My baptism was a profound, symbolic event
in my life. Of importance to me were not the dogmas

Under the watchful supervision of camp guards, slave laborers construct the Canal of the October Revolution at Dagestan in the Caucasus — one

of Stalin's "Great Construction Projects."
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of Christianity, nor the ritual, but the Eternal Life,
the Eternal Good. The sacrament of baptism con-
sists in rejeoting evil, the lie. | believed in “Thou shalt
not kill,” 1 believed in truth without violence and
bloodshed. | believed that the Supreme Mind, not
vain man, governed the world. | believed that the
Spirit of Truth was stronger than material values.
And when all of this had entered my heart, the
shreds of Marxism-Leninism taught me since child-
hood vanished like smoke. Now | knew that no
matter how much sinful, cruel man might strengthen
his power on earth, sooner or later Truth would
triumph and the past glory would turn to dust.

And it was then that my father’s whole life stood
out before me as a rejection of Wisdom, of Goodness,
in the name of ambition, as a complete giving of one-
self to Evil. For | had seen how slowly, day by day,
he had been destroyed by evil, and how evil had
killed, all those who stood near him. He had simply
sunk deeper and deeper into the black chasm of
the lie, of fury and pride. And in that chasm he at
last had smothered to death.

I tried to show this downward trend of his
soul in my Twenty Letters to a Friend, which had
been written shortly after my baptism and under its
strong influence. This, my first effort at writing, was
to me like a confession, and it also served to cleanse
me of the memory of what had been.

When | was writing the Twenty Letters, the
words of the priest who had baptized me were con-
stantly with me: “Do not judge your father. A higher
judgment has already been passed on him: during
his lifetime he raised himself too high, now there’s
nothing left of his glory. God straightens out and
correots what is wrong. But you can't, you are the
daughter.”

And | tried not to judge but to show how that to
which my father had given his life had destroyed

him. At the peak of his glory and power he had ex-
perienced neither happiness ntor satisfaction; in-
stead, he was tormented by an eternal fear. Having
created a Void around himself, he then had led up a
bling alley all those who had gone on blindly be-
lieving in him.

A man is judged by history, by life, and by the
highest justice of all. To us the Lord gives the
strength to understand and accept the justice of the
sentence. But no one can take away from me the
right to have my own opinion of the so-called “Epoch
of Stalinism.” It had come to me at too great a price,
had been reached through hardship and pain, and
cleansed in tears...

In prisons and concentration camps many men
and women preserved their integrity and survived
because they were religious and were convinced
that Truth would triumph in the end. Others, even
in prison, continued to believe that “Stalin did err
but the Party could do no wrong.” | couldn’t agree
with Communists who, having returned from pri-
son, still clung to their fanatical faith in the “righte-
ousness of the Party’s cause.” Where was it, this
“righteous cause”?

For fifty years the Party had tried to do away
with all independent thought in Russia, reduce the
intellectual life to nothing, bury the freedoms which
had existed under the Czars, render all political ac-
tivity tasteless to the many millions who had been
double-crossed, blinded, and made to slave for a
piece of bread. Those half-literate millions had been
trained for centuries to suffer and have faith in the
justice of their “little father” the Czar, to bow their
heads before the yoke and the knout. As the great
poet Pushkin wrote with bitter irony in his day:

Graze no, yo peaceful sheep and cattle.
The call of honour cannot grip
Or charm you into freedom’s battle,

Woman being tried by court of "People's
Judges." Trial by jury is unknown.
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For you —the knife, the shearer’s clip!
Your heritage —the herdsman’s rattle,
The yoke, the chain, the crover’s whip!*

The Revolution, basing itself on Karl Marx, gave
the nation a new cross and a new throne. When the
bloodiest of wars had come to an, end, my father, in
all sincerity, thanked the Russian people for their
patience.

And well he might, for what other nation would
ever have stood for this new yoke, this new Czar!

“The yoke the rattle”: sputniks, festivals,

jubliees, and consciousness drowned in vodka every
occasion: “We are the greatest!” “We are the best,
the fastest, the foremost! We shall overtake and con-
quer everyone!”

When the Party needed atom bomb or a sput-
nik, nothing was spared, and the talent, in which
Russia still abounds, conjured up what was needed,
in such cases everything was forgotten: Jewish, Ger-
man, noble origins, all forgiven. No matter who the
creator, the Leader showered him with dachas, au-
tomobiles, prizes, But the recipients of such genero-
sity and munificence were obliged to live under the
strictest police supervision. Their names were kept
a secret from their own people as well as from the
rest of the world. And these captive creators were
never allowed to know the joys of a well-deserved
glory.

I had known some of them. Their position never
changed even after 1953. Talented, charming people,
who had brought fame and might to their country,
lived like recluses. Not only were they forbidden to
go abroad; they were not even permitted to meet
in Moscow such innocent foreigners as the Indians.
No one ever heard of the numerous secret prizes and
decorations they had received. The most insigni-
ficant government official high-hatted them, little
suspecting that he should be bowing and taking his
hat off in their presence.

The government exploited brains when it need-
ed them. Not a single Jew worked within the appar-
atus of the Central Committee —those were execu-
tive jobs. But when information was required on eco-
nomics, foreign policies, philosophy, then such work
as done for that same Central Committee by speci-
alists —Jews. They merely supplied the informa-
tion; they were never called in todiscuss and decide.
Often they signed their articles in magazines with
Russian pseudonyms. Of course, compared with 1952,
when they were about to be exiled from Moscow,
even this represented an advance. But that was about
the full measure of progress in the U.S.S.R. up to this
dav.

And when a talented young man with a special
diplomatic education had been singled out for work
in the Soviet Embassy in the U.S., Minister Gromyko
turned his candidacy down for one reason only: a

* Poems of Pushkin, selected and interpreted by Henry
Jones, New York, Citadel Press, 1965.
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Jew. This happened in the year 1966, not in 1952!

“The Party’s righteous actions?” Oh no! | could
sooner agree with those who affirmed that the events
of October 1917 had been a fatal, tragic mistake
Such a conclusion was far closer to what | felt as a
result of everything | had seen with my newly open-
ed eyes, of everything in history, which | rad to
learn all over again from the very beginning.

My own life in the Party was unsuccessful. In
general, political activities are not much in my line,
and in the U.S.S.R. they amounted to just a “sem-
blance of activities,” to idle talk at meetings. | was
forced to join the Party in 1951 after many reproaches
that it was “unseemly for the daughter of such a
man to remain outside the ranks of the CPSU.”
I joined and paid my dues, silently sat for hours
at meetings. Only twice in all that time was | moved
to stand up and speak.

The first time was in 1954 (this was still before
the Twentieth Congress) when the Party’s criticism
had fallen on Ilya Ehrenburg for his novella, The
Thaw, in which for the first time mention was made
of the U.S.S.R. and of the thaw that had come since
1954. Ehrenburg was accused of presenting Soviet
life in‘much too dark a color, and of imitating
“Western patterns.” | stood up and said that I could
not understand in what way Ehrenburg was to
blame, when our own Party’s press admitted the
mistakes of the past, and innocent people, wrongly
condemned, were returning from prisons.

Professor A.S. Myasnikov, the Party's well-
known exponent of Gorky’s works.” Myasnikovs
book about Gorky’s writings was an example of how
history was a “corrected,” a regular habit in the-
U.S.S.R.: Gorky’s criticism of the Revolution, of
the Bolsheviks and Lenin was not to be found in
Myasnikov’s book.

The second occasion on which | stood up and
spoke was even less successful. It happened in 1966
(ten years after the Twentieth Congress), when a
regression to former methods had become discerni-
ble. The shameful trial of Sinyavsky and Daniel
had just taken place, with its sentences of seven and
five years in concentration camps. In the Institute
of World Literature, the leadership and the Party
committee started a campaign, not against protes-
ters, but against those who had dared abstain from
approving the sentences, who in some form or other
had sympathized with the condemned, and who,
knowing Sinyavsky for many years, still considered
him an outstanding literary critic. A witchhunt was
started against all those who had refused to sign
an official letter to the Literary Gazette approving
the court sentences. A certain research worker in the
Institute, who had publicly expressed his gratitude
to Sinyavsky for his help, was struck off the list
and eventually expelled from the Party. Older mem-
bers of the Institute said that the sickening atmos-
phere reminded them too much of 1937.

I protested at a Party meeting, saying that it



was shameful to treat members of the Institute in
this way; that the trial had been a mistake; that with
writers one had to speak professionally as one of
them, and how was this to be done if we were not
even allowed to read their works? We had no right to
throw groundless political accusations in the faces of
our colleagues; and in conclusion | said that every-
one was free to sign or not to sign any declaration,
no matter what it might be.

The meeting was tempestuous. It lasted two
days. Many supported me, but the Director of the
Institute, Professor I.I.Anisimov, accused us all of
“political immaturity.” In literary circles the “poli-
tically nature” lvan lvanovich Anisimov had been
long since nicknamed “Vanka-Cain” for his betrayal
in 1937 of numerous fellow writers.

The ugliest feature of Soviet life was the endless
dissimulation and double-faoedness infused into
the Soviet people from their schoolroom days, so
that it became almost second nature. People not be-
longing to the Party were never beard, they were
not called upon .to express an opinion; but Party
members and Komsomols were in duty bound to
stand up and express themselves. It had become a
habit with them to express one opinion aloud while
convinced of something quite different. And the
same man half an hour later, would be telling friends
in the corridors his real opinion.

What an ominous return to the past this closed
trial of the writers had been, and all the circumst-
ances surrounding it! I couldn’t bear to remain any
longer in the Institute. In the summer of 1966 I
left it, to the delight of the directors.

Now | was at home, without a “collective,” a-
lone with my children and with a hopelessly ill Bra-
jesh Singh.

This man had brought into my life the real
wisdom of India, the kind | had read about. | long
ago fallen under the spell of Mahatma Gandhi'’s life,
for whom nonviolence and *“persistenpe in truth”
were not only an abstract teaching —Indian philo-
sophy had taught it for thousands pf years —but an
everyday mode of life. When living India eptered my
home, | learned the real meaning of “Harm not thy
neighbor.” And again | thought about those two
Communists — Brajesh Singh and my father.

What two approaches to life could have dif-
fered more drastically? The tolerance of one, the
dogmatism of the other: calm and fear, trust and
suspiciousness, modesty and ambition, forgiveness
and revenge, kindness and wrath, the strength of the
spirit and the strength of arms —Singh’s character,
his life, his death, were not only an antithesis but
also a challenge to the entire bureaucratic system of
the Soviet State. That is why that State rose up
against this harmless, quiet man. He died, but he
won.

He vanquished them all forever in my heart,
and in the hearts of many who had known him in
Moscow. No! Khrushchev could never explain any-

thing to me, and he wasn’t able to free me from the
past. The kindly wisdom of India liberated me from
my spiritual bondage. All that was left to do was to
cut myself off from physical and formal ties.

Nothing had been more terrifying in the U.S.S.R.
than when, with the removal of Khrushchev, people
sensed a reverse movement, a rolling back toward
norms more habitual and convenient to those in
power. Once again | would hear, “Your father was a
great man! Just wait, he will be remembered yet!”
The government suddenly became interested in how
I lived; Kgsygin and Suslov insisted that | return
to the “collective,” declaring that now | would be
“treated differently.” But this “different treatment”
was just what | feared most, having been all too
familiar with it in the past.

Shortly before my departure for India the di-
rectress of the Stalin Museum in Georgia came to see
me, proud that Brezhnev had sanctioned the re-
opening of the museum. In the presence of this poor
woman, whose joy | was unable to share, | felt em-
barrased. | felt embarrased. | understood too well
that if Brezhnev succeeded in “reinstating Stalin’s
merits,” it would be disastrous not just for the
U.S.S.R. but for the world.

The directress oontinued to exult, inviting me
to stay at her house in Gori, while | vividly pictured
to rriyself what would be going on all around me if
I did. I felt sorry for her and for other Georgians,
still drugged by the lie which at a distance had a
majestic appearance, easily acceptable to simple
souls. This was well understood by conservatives
in the Central Committee: they hoped to play on
just such feelings.

And unfortunately not conservatives alone. To
my astonishment even Mikoyan —that same Mikoyan
who had given me Khrushchev’s speech to read —

had now forgotten what he himself had said at the
Twentieth Congress. During the summer of 1966 he
invited me with my children to his dacha and sev-
eral times, during dinner, spoke of my father in
warm, conciliatory terms. And when we were leav-
ing, he brought out a large bundle and gave it to
my Katie, saying, “Here’s a present for you —a rug.
You can hang it up on your vail.” At home we un-
rolled the rug: woven into it was a portrait of my
father. Katie looked embarrassed and was glad when
I rolled it up and put it away. In her consciousness
my father existed neither as a grandfather nor a
“Great Leader”. She had not been taught anything
like that.

It was hard for my father’s former comrades-
in-arms to forget the past. Together they had creat-
ed all that later they had called a “cult of personali-
ty.” Together they had crushed the opposition, shut
their eyes when comrades were being destroyed.
They had supported the “cult” because it spelled
power for them, too. And how reluctant they were
to lose that power! Hence their inability to write an
authentic history of the Party: it would have re-
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vealed their appalling nakedness.

Haw unanimously they all threw themselves on
Solzhonitsyn in order to silence him about his one
day: One Day in the Life of Ivan Denisovich! How
seared they were that the whole world would learn
of the thousand days in the lives of millions of other
martyrs!

The eleven years of Khrushchev’s rule will be
remembered for his effort to call things by their
real names. The timid half-efforts of this vital, jolly,
pigheaded man broke the silence of many years.
The ice broke and was on the move. No one could
stop it now. More and more the angry waters of
the river could be seen through the widening fis-
sures. . .

It was more difficult for me than for the rank-
and-file Stalinists to free myself of myths and lies.
All that the term implied had always been alien to
me. But it was hard for me to realize what my father
had really done to Russia, simply because such a
realization was too terrifying for me. And the deep-
er | saw into the truth, the more shattering it be-
came. Even when | had already learned a good deal,
it still seemed to me for a long time that my father
had been a victim of this horror rather than its author
and perpetrator.

No, others were its victims. Millions of them.
My mother among them. He gave his name to this
bloodbath of absolute dictatorship. He knew what
he was doing. He was neither insane nor misled.
With cold calculation he had cemented his own pow-
er, afraid of losing it more than of anything else in
the world. And so his first concentrated drive had
been the liquidation of his enemies and rivals. The
rest followed later. In postrevolutionary Russia he
had resurrected the absolutism, terror, prisons,
bureaucratic government officials and police of over
a hundred years ago, and had revived the chauvin-
ism and imperialistic foreign policy of the Imperial
Government. In a country in which democracy in
1917 had turned out to be a miscarriage of history
and had died at its inception, such actions only
served to strengthen his power and glory. In Eng-
land, France, America, nothing of the kind could
ever have sprung into being. Totalitarian ideologies

create totalitarian regimes, and in this sense Com-
munism doesn’t differ in any way from Fascism.

It was this kind of force that had seized power
in 1917. My father was the instrument of this ideo-
logy. Lenin laid the foundation for a one-party sys-

tem, for terror and the inhunam suppression of all

dissenters. He was the true father of everything

that Stalin later developed to its furthest limits. All

efforts to whiten Lenin and make a saint of him are

useless: fifty years of history tell a different story.

Stalin did not discover or devise anything new. Hav-
ing inherited from Lenin a totalitarian Communist
regime, he became its ideal embodiment, the most
complete personification of power without demo-
cracy, built on the suppression of millions of human

lives. And those who managed to survive physically
were reduced to slavery, deprived of the right to
create and think. In this land, enslaved and half-
choked to death, leaning on a cowardly and mute
clique of accomplices, he created his own version of
pseudo Socialism. And an old witticism of the twen-
ties became incarnate truth: To build Socialism —
you can, but to live in it —you cannot. The con-
struction of :this half-prison, half-barraks was the
sum total of my father’s “great historical merits.”

Once this had fully sunk in, there was no way
back. It became impossible to shut my eyes to all
that went on around me. And it was not enough
simply to condemn, then wash my hands and step
aside. It was easy to condemn Stalinism as a politi-
cal phenomenon and a period in history —it was
too repulsive. No, | had to do something myself,
live differently. In the U.S.S.R. shades of the past
always surrounded me in a vicious circle. But here,
in India, it became clear that if | found the strength
not to go back, therein would lie my salvation, and
only then would another life be mine for the taking.
Fate itself had laid the choice before me...

I fully understood that for me this meant a
point of no return to Communism in general. So
much the better! My position would be infinitely
more honest than it could ever have been in the
U.S.S.R. There, a “collective” would again be await-
ing me. To go back and openly break with the Par-
ty, to criticize and protest, would only mean ruining
the lives of my children. On the other hand, secret
underground activities, conspiracies, cloak-and-dag-
ger existences have always repelled me.

No, | could only live and act in the open, as a
free person, and in such a way as to have my chil-
dren completely separated from me, bearing no re-
sponsibility for my actions...

For me all this was possible only outside the
US.S.R.

ANNOUNCEMENT

With profound regret, we are announcing that the Secretariat is issuing the Bulletin VOL. 5, N0.3
as March-April Edition with special coverage on Ukraine.
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SECCION CASTELLANA

Disertacion del Dr. Apeles E. Marquez,
Presidente de la Federacion Argentina de
Entidades Democrdticas Anticomunistas,
el Dia de la Libertad en Argentina,

23 de enero de 1971

Como acaba de haoerlo el Exmo. Sr. Embajador
de la Repriblica de China, con esta Conferencia de
Prensa se desea que se hagan eco los medios infor-
mativos del pafs, del significado del dfa 23 de Enero,
denominado “Dfa de la Libertad” que se rememora
anualmente de acuerdo a resolucibn de la Liga An-
ticomunista Mundial, por haber sido en esa fecha
que a 23,000 habitantes de Corea del Norte que
eligieron la Libertad, se les permitid dejar ese pafs
comunista bajo un programa especial de la ONU.

En el hecho de tal liberacidn gravitd funda-
mentalmente el Gobiemo de la Repdblica de China,
que, bajo la conduccidn brillante del Generalfsimo
Chiang Kai Shek, se ha convertido en emporio de
progreso y bienestar para el pueblo chino libre; y
tambidn, en “tierra de promisidn” para muchos que
pudieron escapar y siguen escapando de otros pafses
del Asia cafclos en garras de losde la hoz y el mar-
tillo. Al par que con su ejdrcito, que en parte vive in-
slalado bajo tierra en la isla de Quemoi, llamada
“Fortaleza de la Libertad”, contienen a las bestias de
Mao Tse Tung con sacrificios que los seres libres del
Orbe tenemos que reconooer y agradecer justicieray
ardientemente.

Como jniembros que somos en la Federaci6n
Argentina de Entidades Democrdticas Antico-
munistas (FAEDA) de la Liga Anticomunista
Mundial (WACL), hemos recibido de su Presidente
Honorario Vitalicio, Dr. Ku Cheng Kang y del
actual Presidente de la Liga, Sr. Osami Kuboki, de
Japén, sendas comunicaciones para que intensifi-
guemos nuestra campana contra la ofensiva roia de
China comunista.

Es por ello que aprovechamos esta oportunidad
para expresar que el “Dfa de la Libertad” lo es, no
s610 por lo dicho respecto a los coreanos liberados,
sino porque tiene alcance universal siendo sfmbolo
del deseo de los pueblos libres, eratre los que se
encuentra todavla el nuestro, para que apoyen la
liberaci6n de los sojuzgados por los ddspotas im-
perialistas de Moscu, Pekfn, La Habana y demds
satdlites y colonias bolcheviques que como afirm6
Brezhnev cuando invadieron Checoeslovaquia en
1968, no son paises soberanos sino dependientes de
los jerarcas de tumo en el Kremlin; situacidn en la

Dr. Apeles E. Mrfrqwe*

que lamentablemente ha cafdo, aunque los cdmplices
0 idiotas iitiles no lo quieran adn ver, Chile, donde
ya se estd permitiendo la invasion masiva de su
territorio por “misiones” y “delegaciones” disfrazadas
oon toda clase de mdscaras, de Cuba, Corea del
Norte, Nor Vietnam, Rusia, China roja y de inconta-
bles agentes y activistas fordneos, cuyo objetivo es
aherrojar a los desgraciados chilenos que, dentro de
poco, estardn despojados de los derechos humanos,
esclavizados, miserables y rotos, cual nunca lo estu-
vieron, y serdn sometidos a “trabajos forzados” como
ya se ha anunciado que serf facultad de los “tribu-
nales populdres” imponerles, para explotarlos enbene-
ficio de las minorfas oligdrquicas de gangsters, asesi-
nos y ladrones que mandan detras de las cortinas de
hierro, de banibd, de la cana de azdcar y, ahora,
allende los Andes y costas del Pacffico Sur.

Cuba, de donde ha emigrado ya mds del 10%
y siguen emigrando los cubanos a pesar de que les
roban todoy no los dejan salir mds que con lo puesto
en los llamados “Vuelos de la Libertad”, Miami, o
por todos los otros medios que les es posible, adn a
riesgo de perder la vida, tratando de ir a refugiar-
se a los Estados Unidos, significa un peligro cada vez
mds grave para el Hemisferio, pues el bandido, inver-
tido sexual y drogadicto Fidel Castro y sus comping
ches, la han transformado en una isla de los rusos y
chinos que se han instalado alii con sus armas y
tropas, y mandan como los duenos que son porque
para ello pagan a Castro y su pandilla un milldn de
ddlares por dfa.

Ahora vemos la situacidn agravada terrible-
mente con la formacidn del Eje Cuba-Chile que,
en definitiva tiene que desencadenar la guerra contra
las demds naciones de America que no se enrolen en
ese Eje. No en vano vemos hoy a Chile convertida en
la mayor cloaca o estercolero de America, donde se
recibe, se alimenta y se dd refugio a los mds conspi-
cuos criminales rojos, desde un Regis Debray por
quien vaya a saber cudnto cobraron en Bolivia para
ponerlo en libertead entre “gallos y medias noches”,
hasta los 70 que acaba de soltar Brasil en canje por
el Embajador suizo.

No podemos en esta ocasidn extendemos sobre
eStos partioulares. Pero s(—para concluir —recorda-
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Discurso del Exmo. Sr. Tuan Mau-Lan,
Embajador de la Repiblica de China_
en ocasidn de celebrarse el Dia Mundial
de la Libertad, en Argentina

Es para mf muy grato el que se me haya in-
vitado a participar de esta reunion, cuya celebra-
CiAn, dadas las actuales condiciones intemacionales,
no podia ser mis oportuna. La tendencia al apaci-
guamiento, o a ignorar los peligros que para las na-
ciones libres représenta el comunismo, nos obliga a
redoblar nuestros esfuerzos para crear en esas mis-
mas naciones la conciencia de la amenaza que pende
sobre su présente y su futuro.

Debemos recordarles que hace 17 affos, al tér-
mino de la guerra de Corea, mis de 14,000 chinos y
mis de 8,000 nordcoreanos, que hablan sido heehos
prisioneros por las Fuerzas de las Naciones Unidas,
prefirieron abandonar cuanto tentan en sus lares
natales para buscar la libertad en el territorio libre.
Fsa fecha, 23 de enero, fue primero el Dfa de la
Libertad en la RepAblica de Chinay, posteriormente,
desde diciembre de 1988, y por la decision de la
segunda Conferencia plenaria de la Liga Mundial
Antioomunista, reunida en SaigAn con représentantes
de mis de 60 naciones y de mis de 20 organizaciones
anticomunistas,. se convirtii en el Dta Mundial de
la Libertad.

Creer que la distancia geogrifica o que la pro-
mociAn del comercio puedan poner un freno eficaz
a la expansion y la agresiAn comunistas es total-
mente ilusorio. Los penodos que median entre agre-
siones armadas desembozadas por parte de los co-
munistas, no son sino hitos estratégicos durante los
cuales se acelera la infiltracién ideolAgica, tomando
como base de acciAn a aquellos passes que, creyendo

mos que el periodista Eudocio Ravines, iamdador
del partido comunista chileno y dependiente por dnos
de Kremlin hasta que reneg6 al comprender que el
comunismo es “La Gran Estafa”, como lo explicA en
su conocido libro del mismo nombre publicado en
el ano 1952, concluyA tal libro con el siguiente pirra-
fo de permanente actualidad:

“En America Latina falta conciencia lucida del
peligro. Florecen las peores formas de apacigua-
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en- la coexistencia pacffica, abren sus puertas
a pseudo-diplomiticos, cuya misiAn es esfca
bleoer las oélulas que corroerdn a esa nacién y
a sus vecinos.

Es menester, en esta cruzada que nos une, ad-
vertir a aquellos passes que torn, n compromisos
con Mao Tse-Tung y comercian con él, que sus ac-
ciones perjudican y hacen peligrar los principios de
la libertad y la propia Carta de las Naciones Unidas.
Que se debe estar muy atento ante los preparativos
que esti realizando Mao para llevar la agresiAn con-
tra todo el mundo, y que todo el mundo libre debe
formar una silida frontera comin y unida que des-
barate los planes y la estrategia comunistas para es-
clavizar al mundo.

Dos son los idéales que han hecho del hombre
el rey de la creaciAn: la libertad y el amor. Por eso,
los profetas del odio y la esclavitud han tenido re-
inados effmeros. En el curso de este siglo hemos
asistido al crecimiento y al apogeo del comunismo
gue, como ensayo social es el mis costoso, doloroso
y trigico fracaso en la historia de la humanidad. Ac-
tualmente estamos asistiendo a su decadencia y, muy
pronto, asistiremos también a su desintegracion total.

Pongamos, pues, nuestro grano de arena para
que este proceso se acelere y podamos llevar al tan
ansiada bendicién de la libertad a ese cuarto de la
humanidad que sufre bajo las despiadadas cadenas
de la esclavitud comunista.

Muchas gracias.

miento y la m£s estrafalaria fauna de apaciguadores.
Se rehusa aceptar la aplastante y compacta conclu-
siAn de los hechos de nuestros dfas: no sAlo es que
Rusia quiere la guerra, prépara la guerra, esti movi-
lizada para la guerra y esta desarrollando su propia
manera de hacer la guerra. Es que hoy EL COMU-
NISMO ES LA GUERRA. Y es a esta verdad dura
y répugnante a la que todo hombre libre tiene que
liacer frente sin remedio en los dias que vendrin”.



SE REUNIO EN TOKIO LA IV CONFERENCIA

INTERNACIONAL DE LA WACL

A fines del affo pasado, Tokio fue la sede de la
IV Conferencia Intemacional de la Liga Anticomu-
nista Mundial (W ACL), entidad que fundada en el
ano 1954, viens llevando a cabo una valiente labor
de esclarecimiento y de lucha contra el enemigo
declarado de la civilizacidn occidental que es el
comunismo soviético, cada vez mds peligroso y
amsnazador por su polftica de conquista ide61<5gica
primero y luego, valido de su inmenso poder ma-
terial, de sometimiento de aquellos pueblos que
tienen la desgracia de caer bajo su férula.

Interesante es consignar que esa organizacidn,
que es un baluarte defensivo de la libertad, se sos-
tiene sin la ayuda de los pafses libres; son sus
adhérentes que van en aiunento, quienes con sacri-
ficio soportan el inmenso esfuerzo de la lucha contra
un enemigo tan poderoso cuya meta bien conocida
es la de conquistar el mundo entero. Esa asamblea
fue en verdad una movilizacidn de las fuerzas de la
libertad. Se se3al6 en un mensaje que: “La présente
es una décoda cAtica si nos dormimos y, satisfechos
de nosotros mismos, abandonamos la lucha, las bor-
das comunistas sencillamente nos llevardn por delan-
te y esclavizarcfn el mundo entero. Debemos movili-
zarnos ahora — nuestra cultura, nuestras politicos,
nuestra diplomacia, nuestra educacibn, nuestros
medios masivos de comunicacian y nuestras fuerzas
militares —para lograr la libertad del mundo.” Ce-
rrdndose con esta rotunda afirmacion: “La libertad
es un don precioso; debemos ser dignos de ella si
queremos seguir siendo libres.”

Fueron lefdos numerosos mensajes de dirigentes
de pafses enrolados en la cruzada antioomunista
mundial a travis de cuyas palabras se destaca la
urgencia de unir voluntades y medios para que la
lucha emprendida pueda dar los resultados esperados
y que la humanidad estera reclama.

Hizo una detallada exposiciin de las coudi-
ciones en que se encuentran muchos pueblos, es-
pecialmente en Asia, frente al comunismo desta-
cando los esfuerzos de ciudadanos e instituciones
defensores de la libertad concordantes con el pensa-
miento y la accién de la Liga para enfrentar al terri-
ble enemigo, adquiriendo sus palabras especial pa-
tetismo cuando dijo que “La Liga tiene que estar

Tomado de la revista “VERITAS” de Buenos Aires,
Argentina® 15 de febrero de 1971.

compuesta por liombres y organizaciones resueltos
no s61o a vivir en libertad, sino a poner en libertad a
mis 0 menos un billdn de personas sometidas a la ser-
vidumbre por los comunistas”. La tfnica institucidn
de resonancia universal que reta a la luchasin cuartel
anticomunista es precisamente la Liga Anticomu-
nista Mundial, que debe recibir el apoyo moral,
personal y tambien financiero para cumplir sus irre-
nunciables finalidades de defender la libertad, la
dignidad y los derechos mis sagrados de hombres y
pueblos.

Fue el doctor Apeles E. Mirquez, que presidii
la delegacidn de Argentina ante esa asamblea. Des-
pu”s de referirse al cuadro que ofrece en el imbito

latinoamericano la penetracién comunista con sus
crimenes, secuestros, asaltos y delitos de todaindole,
dijo que “nuestros pafses estin sufriendo cada dfa
mis intensamente el vandalismo de los agentes y
asesinos asalariados de la funesta conspiracidn”.
Propongo, dijo cerrando su discurso, “la pronta crea-
cidn de una fuerte Organizacidn Anticomunista Re-
gional, desde Mixico hasta el Polo Sur, de modo que
unidos podamos oponemos sin desmayo a los proyec-
tos de los bolcheviques que buscan convertir a nues-
tros pafses en nuevas colonias o satilites por medio
del castrismo, que existe en todas partes, incluyendo
las filas polfticas y aun miembros de gobiemos”.

Un discurso que impresioni a la asamblea fue el
pronunciado por Juanita Castro, hermana del dic-
tador cubano. Constituyd una emotiva pieza a travis
de cuyas palabras, quien tenfa, dijo, sobrados moti-
vos para conocer perfectamente bien lo que habfa
ocurrido en su patria; el drama que en ella hoy se
vive, que pintd con elocuentes palabras, y por ende
el deber que de seffalar a America toda y al mundo
el inmenso peligro que representa para su futuro la
expansion del comunismo.

Se dieron a conocer, al finalizar las reuniones de
esta IV Asamblea, el texto de las 33 resoluciones que
se aprobaron, de entre las que destacamos especial-
mente las siguientes:

—Se fijaron los principios orientadores de la
lucha por la libertad en la dicada del 70.

—Se insta al mundo libre a superar, unido la
crisis del sudeste de Asia.

—Se refirma la oposicién a la entrada de China
Roja en las Naciones Unidas.

—Promover la solidaridad mundial de la juven-
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LA SUBVERSION DE ALLENDE

Lo que va a hacer el comunista Salvador Allende
en Chile no es un secreto, ni es una interrogacién,
ni serd un sistema marxista constitucional o diferente
a los conocidos.

Tanto Salvador Allende como sus ministros y
voceros e'tOn dedarando priblicamente lo que
fueron, son y serdn.

Nadie, pues, debe llamarse a engano ni pensar,
ingenuamente, que lo de Chile serd m”s moderado
o distinto.

El propio Ministro de Relaciones Exteriores de
Chile, Clodomiro Almeyda, acaba de confesar que
los propbsi‘tos del Gobiemo de Allende son los mis-
mos que los planes subversivos de la organizacidn
“OLAS” que se organizd en La Habana en el ano
1967, con la finalidad de extender la revolucién
fidelo-comunista a las dem&s naciones de las Ameri-
cas.

Como conseeuencia de la organizacidn subver-
siva “OLAS”, se produjo la invasidn del aventurero
intemacional Ernesto Che Guevara y los ofitiales
cubanos que lo acompanaban en territorio de Boli-
via.

Como conseeuencia de la organization comu-
nista “OLAS”, se estan produciendo constantemente
secuestros de naves adreas, diplomdticos y asesina-
tos de funcionarios ptfblieos.

Como conseeuencia de la organization “OLAS”,
una ola de terror invade al Continente desde el
Norte hasta el Sur.

En la creacidn de “OLAS” participaron agentes
del comunismo intemacional destinados a apoyar

tud para asegurar un mejor porvenir a la hu-
manidad.

—Condenar el secuestro de aviones, de naves,
de personas, asesinatos y otros crlmenes.
—t lamar la atencidn sobre el reciente Tratado

Sovitiico-Alemdn (12/8/70).

—Formas y medios para llevar a la prdctica las
resoluciones de la Conferencia.

—Pedir ayuda a los parses en desarrollo.

—Buscar medios para eliminar las condiciones
que crean el comunismo.

—Apelar al Consejo Americano de Libertad
Mundial para que fortalezca sus vinculos con
la Liga Anticomunista Mundial.

Se condenaron, ademds, todos los aotos de vio-
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por Juanita Castro

las itdcticas de la violencia, sin que por ello fueran a
desechar cualquier otra oportunidad de ocupar el
poder, como es tlpico de la “doble cara” que emplean
los marxistas.

Salvador Allende y Clodomiro Almeyda fueron
los delegados chilenos a la conferencia de “OLAS”
que se efectdo en La Habana.

El actual Présidente de Chile, Salvador Allende,
fue el Présidente de “OLAS” en Chile. También era
el Présidente del Senado. Con esos dos cargos, am-
par6 y dirigitS a elementos terroristas, entre ellos a
los invasores cubanos que acompanaron al “Che”
Guevara a Bolivia. Ya Chile es una puerta de en-
trada para los agentes de la subversidn preconizada
por la organizaci<Sn “OLAS” que tiene su direccidn
central en Cuba. A esa organizadbn subversiva
pertenece Allende. Del Régimen agresivo de Fidel
recibe instmcciones y drdenes précisas.

La organization “OLAS” antes contaba con el
Présidente del Senado de Chile. Ahora cuenta con
el Présidente de la nacidn chilena. Ha sido una corn
quista, una presa 'territorial lograda por un agente
de la “OLAS".

En el Régimen de Cuba Comunista y en esta
organization, esté la rafz de la ... ola de terrorisme
que azota al Continente.

Por eso no me canso de repetir y denunciar
que mientras permanezea en el poder Fidel y el
sistema marxista que lo acompana, habra nuevas
olas de terror en las naciones de las Américas, y el
ejemplo malo de Cuba no servir® de lecciOn.

lencia y de avasallamiento de pafses libres; el régi-
men de oautividad de los pafses satdlites y la agre-
sividad ideolOgica y militar de la URSS en procura
de sus planes de sometimiento.

Tal ha sido en sus grandes rasgos la labor cum-
plida por esta calificada reuniOn de decididos lucha-
dores contra el comunismo llevada a cabo en Japon,
pals que acogiO a los delegados y rodeé a la reuniOn
de los mismos de particular simparfa, exprésién de
su repudio al enemigo comun de nuestra civilizacién
occidental, que para defenderla y salvarla, necesita
la solidaridad y la accién conjunta de los pueblos
libres del mundo, que con tanta oportunidad se
postulO en la asamblea que acabamos de resenar-
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