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A Year of Horror

Russian Genocide in Ukraine

Forty years ago, in. 1932/1933, Russia had perpetrated the most outra-
geous genocide in the history of mankind. Over seven million Ukrainians,
hundreds of thousands of Don Cossacks, North Caucasians, Byelorussians
and other non-Russians fell victim to artificial famine, systematically or-
ganized by Russian colonialists.

The Russian position in Ukraine had been undermined. Millions of
Ukrainian peasants resisted forced collectivization. The collectivization
of agriculture is not only an economic category, but also a military one.
It is a tool of Russia's domination over the subjugated nations. Collectivi-
zation is a Russian way of life, which Russia imposes forcefully upon the
oppressed peoples in order to rule over them. It is a means of stifling
private initiative, a totalitarian form of imperio-colonialist domination.

Hundreds of thousands of privately owned farms are tantamount to hun-
dreds of thousands of points of resistance to the Russian way of life. A
collectivized village means total control over the farmer. It is a massive
attempt at mastering him. It is an attempt to prevent food assistance
to the insurgents as well. The collective farms in the subjugated countries
are the Russian control centers of his phase of life too. A Ukrainian pea-
sant is an individualist. He despises collective economy. He stands for a
peasant's private ownership of land. Collectivization of agriculture, there-
fore, is a thoroughly political and ideological category, not only an econo-
mic one. A kolkhoz and private property means a collision of two worlds —

Russia and Ukraine — in the national and political respect. It is a clash
of an amorphous mass, a herd, controlled by the tyrants and — the indi-
viduality which has its own dignity, its own human and national "I". Col-

lectivization is a levelling of life in order to stifle everything creative in
a human being. Collectivization is a method of national oppression with
the help of massive efforts to impose a hostile ideology of life upon a sub-
jugated nation.

The French, the English, the Dutch or the Belgians by no means impos-
ed their way of life upon the countries acquired by them. The Russians
do the contrary. They force their way of life upon the subjugated nations
as a means of dominating them.

And thus, for instance, in literature or art soc-realism is a form of Rus-
sian imperialism. It is an attempt at spiritual Russification, which hand
in hand with linguistic Russification is to force the subjugated peoples
to accept the "reality” of Russian slavery, the dictates of Russia as a form
of their creativity.

Militant atheism is a form of Russian imperialism in the religious
sphere, for, by destroying Christianity and other traditional religions, it
attempts to liquidate the millenary spiritual traditions of a nation and to
reduce a human being to cattle. The Russian official Kremlin-style "Ortho-
doxy", as a Caesaro-papist religion, as a "Church"™ which serves the



atheistic Russian regime is another form of Russian imperialism, which
follows the line of the "Third Rome". Side by side with linguistic Russi-
fication there is an attempt at the Russification of the spirit.. . Sovietiza-
tion is Russification. The Soviet people do not and cannot exit. There are
only the Russian people and the subjugated peoples, who engage in a
ceaseless and merciless struggle for life or death. Widespread nationaliza-
tion and socialization are also a form of Russian colonialism in Ukraine
and other subjugated nations are a difficult category for total control,
of the subjugated nations are a difficult category fod total control.
For this reason, all measures adopted by Russia in the subjugated
countries must be viewed as nothing other than the forms of Russian im-
perialism, and colonialism.

Forty years ago, Russia committed the greatest crime of genocide in or-
der to drive Ukrainians into the kolkhozes. Ukraine — the richest agri-
cultural country of Europe — lost over seven million inhabitants. Russia
sent its troops to take away the harvest, the bread, from Ukraine by force.

Hundreds of thousands of Russian troops plundered Ukrainian villages,
confiscating all grain and killing people. The Ukrainian peasant resisted
joining the kolkhoz, resisted giving his land to the Russians. An uneven
battle ensued. The Ukrainian village rose against collectivization. The
peasants perished in battle with Russian troops, but did not go to the kol-
khozes. The struggle continued for many months. The Russian armies
crushed the peasants' uprising against collectivization. They took bread
from Ukraine to Russia. The Ukrainian peasants perished by the millions
in the villages and in the streets of cities. Dantean scenes were the order
of the day. Ukraine did not succumb. When the mothers and children, and
the elderly and the sick were dying in the streets of towns and villages,
the insurrection was crushed by the Russians. The Russian tyrants, Stalin
and Molotov, temporarily crushed the resistance of the Ukrainian nation
at the price of millions of Ukrainian victims.

Several million so-called kulaks, i.e. Ukrainian well-to-do farmers,
were forcefully deported to Siberia either to concentration camps or to
dig canals. At that time, the Ukrainian nation lost over ten million victims
of Russian Bolshevik terror.

However, Russia failed to break the Ukrainian nation. It revived again.
The Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists (OUN) and the Ukrainian
Insurgent Army (UPA) organized the struggle of the nation anew and con-
tinue to do so at present. Ukraine continues to fight. The Ukrainian people
will never forgive the Russian occupants for the ten million victims of
Russia's hunger siege of Ukraine.

On this fortieth anniversary of the greatest crime of genocide known
in the history of mankind, Ukraine warns the free world against the Rus-
sian tyrants who are preparing a similar genocide for it.

It is a tragedy for the free world that it is silent in the face of such out-
rageus crimes and continues to support Russian domination over hun-
dreds of millions of people and scores of nations.

Caveant consules !



Suzanne Labin

False Words Leading to True Bloodshed

On December 10, 1922, of which we
mourn today the 50th anniversary, the
Bolsheviks decided to rebaptize the Rus-
sian empire into the'"Union of Soviet So-
cialist Republics". In fact, during these
fifty years, there has been no Union, no
Socialism, no Soviets and no Repub-
lics. The event occurred once all the
national republics had been crushed
by Lenin's soldiers; once every bit
of Soviet power and socialist inspira-
tion had died with the last sailor shot
by Lenin in Kronstadt; once the Cheka
(secret police) had plunged the Union
of peoples into' the bloodiest terror.
Thus, on that date, the Bolsheviks
crowned their method of using words
to designate the exact opposite of what
they meant, a method which they had
already illustrated by calling "revolu-
tion" a mere military coup, and "eman-
cipation" a black dictatorship.

| often wondered whether the sys-
tematic hiding of the Communists be-
hind fake labels, meant for them a
weakness or a strength. Philosophi-
cally, it is rewarding, because the
W estern world, unused to an absolute
lie, has always been mystified by tire
Communists.

The most cynical and tragic example
of the use of false labels is occurring
now in Vietnam. It is obvious that the
Communist forces have assailed a free
and peaceful country in order tolsub-
jugate it. This is especially blatant
since the invasion of the South by the
regular army of the North. Yet, those
invaders are called liberators, while
the Americans who defend the country
against their aggression are called in-
vaders, and not only by Moscow and
Peking, but also’by the West. It is ob-
vious that the Vietnamese people, by
fleeing in mass from the regions oc-
cupied by the Reds to seek protection
in those governed by President Thieu,
have demonstrated that they hate Com-

munism and consider Thieu’s admin-
istration as the legitimate one. Yet,
President Thieu is called an oppressor
and an American puppet, while the
Communist puppets and butchers are
called emancipators- And this is not a
mere playing upon words. It leads the
W estern world to demand the resigna-
tion of the elected president of Saigon,
not of the tyrant of Hanoi, or the for-
mation in Saigon of a tripartite gov-
ernment including the Vietcong. To
properly weigh the partiality involved
here, imagine that, during the last
world war, America would have sud-
denly stopped its help to Great Britain,
and requested Winston Churchill to'
include Sir Oswald Mosley and the
German Nazis in his cabinet, while
Hitler's power would have been left
untouched in Berlin.

The fraud is not smaller in Europe.
During the last Summit Conference
held in Paris, the flood of misleading
words has been as intense as that cov-
ering the sell-out of Vietnam. It was
said that Europe had to build an "auto-
nomous civilization” and an "indepen-
dent personality”. In practice, all the
values which can be the pillars of a
European civilization are identical to'
those of the American civilization:
political freedom, human dignity, re-
spect of the law, social progress, free-
dom of conscience. Speaking of Euro-
pean "autonomy" in this field is only
a hypocritical way of implying that
America embodies some inferior kind
of society, which is a gross distortion
spread to Stir up anti-American feeling
in Europe, the best trump card of Com-
munism.

The "independent" personality of
Europe is also a hypocritical way of
saying that Europe should not be at
America's side in the front against
Communism, but must build a so-
called "third force” between both



camps. This is pure desertion of Euro-
pean defense. The Communist menace
is of such proportions that we hardly
have enough of the unified forces of
Europe and America to face it. What
would the Europeans have said, when
confronted by the Nazi aggressors, if
W ashington had told them: "Well, my
friends, you are too systematically op-
posed. We shall build an independent
third force between freedom and
tyranny."

The idea of a third force tends to hide
the reality of the Communist danger,
and thus dissolves the solidarity of the
Europeans before a common enemy.
The Kremlin adopts the old strategy of
the wolf which tries to convince the
Little Red Riding Hood that there is
no wolf, because now, between the
wolf and our villages, there is still an
enormous obstacle made up by the
American troops. Since the end of the
last world war, the Kremlin's para-
mount obsession has been the with-
drawal of these troops which would
leave Europe at the mercy of the Rus-
sians- But the Kremlin is toolweak to
break this fortress by an open attack
from outside- So- it resorts tolits old
method of dissipating the political will
of the opposite camp by deception,
infiltration, propaganda and intrigues.

You know that a conference is being
prepared to organize — so its title
says — "the simultaneous and balanc-
ed reduction of armed forces in Eu-
rope". This sounds like a treaty of
fair play. But, don't forget the usual
misuse of words by the Communists.
They pretend that there shall be a
balance, if their forces deploy be-
hind a paper line 400 miles from
the heart of Europe, while the Amer-
ican forces will cross the Atlantic
Ocean to return to their homes
4,000 miles away from our shores. And
from that day on the towns of Europe
would be wide open to the crushing
superiority of the Russian ground
troops. Believe me, there would be no
minister in Europe who would take a

decision without looking over his
shoulders to see whether it pleases
Moscow.

But even that sinister farce finds

a lot of advocates in our ranks. They
explain that the three hundred div-
isions of the gentle Brezhnev are there
only because of the twelve divisions
of the ferocious Nixon; while, ob-
viously, the twelve divisions of the
gentle Nixon are there only because
of the three hundred divisions of the
ferocious Brezhnev.

Moscow can also count on the new iso-
lationists in America who are now on
the left, and work hard to make the
American people disgusted with the
heavy financial load of maintaining
troops in Europe; while their leftist
countrerparts' in Europe work hard to
make the Europeans indignant at the
American shield.

But opening our flesh to the Com-
munist dagger is still not enough. An-
other conference is being prepared
about "Security and Cooperation in
Europe". Again, nice names tolhide
ugly facts. By "cooperation™ you have
to understand that the resources, ta-
lents, money and technology of Europe
will hereafter fertilize the rotten, im-
potent and moribund .economy of the
Communist regimes, without the slight-
est reciprocity in favor of the demo-
cratic world, giving some meaning to
the "co" prefix in the word "co-
operation”. As a matter of fact, for
fifty years the Russians have never
ceased tO pump into their miserable
economy, be it by the good will of
a thousand capitalists, be it by direct
plundering of the occupied countries,
goods, machinery and services worth
billions of dollars, without which the
Communist system would have col-
lapsed a long time agol The only no-
velty is that, from now on, this per-
manent rescue of the executioner by
its victims will be called: cooperation.
In other words, the lean Russian bear
has led the fat European sheep to< fill



his lair with food and commodities,
and, in addition, to bless this lair. This
is indeed the true meaning of the other
panel of that conference, the one cal-
led "security". This means concretely
that Europe, which is the threatened
area, will guarantee the security of
the USSR, which is the threatening
power. How? By consecrating solemn-

ly the borders which Communism
and Russian imperialism have con-
quered by sword and deceit, by

recognizing openly the legitimacy of
dictatorships, which have never been
legitimated by the consent of their
peoples, and by admitting that, in all
the extent of these territories, what-
ever the aspirations of the nations
living there may be, the Russian impe-
rialists have the right to impose their
inhuman order by blood and lies. And,
last but not least, the security of those
makers of world insecurity will be
guaranteed by denying the right to
independence to all the peoples
enslaved by Russian imperialism and
Communism behind the Iron Curtain. A
right, mind you, which is proclaimed
supreme in the United Nations Charter
and whose violation should entail the
expulsion from the UN.

Here, my friends, we reach the bot-
tom of an abdication of the civilized
nations, the parallel of which is un-
known in history. Sanctioning the to-
talitarian power of the Communist in
the area of their colonialism, implies
not only the betrayal of all political

principles, but also the cruel insens-
ibility to the blood, sweat and
tears shed by the subjugated peo-

ples- Under the Communist yoke, there
are millions of your brethren — who
should be the brethren of all free men
— who suffer every day from physical
and moral terror, from police perse-
cution, from an economy of starvation,
from a black censorship, from religious
persecution, from national oppression.
When the civilized countries sprinkle
on that horror the blessed waters of
their diplomatic agreements, they com-

mit the crime called in our civilized
codes: "Refusal to assist persons in
danger."

I should like to emphasize that we,
whom many liberals try to discredit
by calling us "systematic anti-Com-
munists”, ought to claim that label
with pride, for we bear it in excellent
company. Indeed, the most systematic
anti-Communists of the world are the
peoples of the Communist dominated
countries, and we can be proud of
ourselves for having' been always
wholeheartedly in tune with them- Yes,
the free world owes its survival, today,
to' the irréconciliable hatred that the
masses of Czecho-Slovakia, Hungary,
Poland, Ukraine, Byelorussia, China,
Vietnam, have never ceased to show
to their Communist rulers, be it by
silent refusal, be it by open revolt. It
is they who will, one day, bring our
deliverance together with their own.

If the final aim of our policy is to
destroy the dictatorship in Moscow
and Peking, and to reinstate free and
independent, states of all the subjugat-
ed peoples the best way of doing so,
without a world war, is to have it
overthrown, from within, by its re-
bellious subjects, for, as long as Com-
munist dictatorship stands no man,
anywhere on earth, will be able to
face the future with confidence. The
liquidation of the Communist system
and the dissolution of the Russian pri-
son of nation will guarantee a just
and lasting peace in the world. But
this policy obliges us to help, with all
our heart and might, the resistance of
those captive peoples, because they
are, altogether, the most effective, the
most valuable and the most exposed
allies of the free world. And their sub-
lime sacrifice, not only obliges us to
denounce their tyrants, but also- shows
us what can weld our union. It is the
fire that inspires them, all races alike;
it is the fire that glows in the forge
of all our civilizations, and the name
of this fire is: FREEDOM AND NA-
TIONAL INDEPENDENCE!



Withdrawal of Russian Troops from Occupied
Countries - A Precondition to Security

The Soviet Russian imperialists and Communists, and their fellow-
travellers throughout the world are observing this year, particularly on
December 30, 1972, the 50th anniversary of the USSR, allegedly a volun-
tary union of nations.

As the British League for European Freedom pointed out during Cap-
tive Nations Week in June of this year, when the European Common
Market is expanded to cover Britain and other countries — it will still
only represent half of Europe. The other half, in the main, lies in the
Russian Empire, the only remaining empire in the world today.

Britain, which has granted independence to over fifty of her own for-
mer colonies, has time and again exerted her undoubted right and duty
to demand that Russia does the same. But these demands have so far
been unanswered by the Russians, who have also completely ignored
demands that basic human rights, as defined by the United Nations, be
extended to the peoples subjugated within the Soviet Russian Empire.

Curiously enough, it is Russia — no longer able to point a finger of
fury at the British Empire — which now accuses Britain and the United
States of what it calls "neo-colonialism.” There is nothing "neo™ about
Russia's imperialism.

The non-Russians within the USSR number as many as the Russians
themselves. They all long for freedom and independence from the Rus-
sian yoke, which is maintained only by military and police power. When
Russia seized the Baltic countries of Latvia, Estonia and Lithuania, with
a large chunk of West Ukrainian territory, in the 1940s, thousands of
their people were seized and sent eastwards in cattle-trucks to the slave
camps of Siberia, many of them dying on the way.

But much the same happened to peoples which had long been within
the Russian Empire. The Ukrainian population rvas decimated by artificial
famine and exile in the 1930s,- the Volga-Germans, various Caucasian
peoples, the Crimean Tartars, the Mongol Kalmycks and many, many
others, suffered a similar fate. Some of these peoples have histories and
cultures far older than those of the Russian people (which date only
from about the time of the Norman Conquest in Britain).

Inside the 22 captive nations colonial exploitation and a vicious policy
of Russification designed to wipe out native cultures and languages, coup-
led with the persecution and annihilation of individuals who dare to protest
about the denial of basic human rights, is carried out by the KGB (Russian
Secret Police).

Take as examples, the fate of Yuriy Shukhevych, only one of many
thousands that can be cited from every captive nation inside the Russian
Empire.

Shukhevych was only 15 when he was first arrested by the KGB.
His crime? He was the son of the Ukrainian General who, in the 1940s

led the Ukrainian Insurgent Army against the Russians and the Nazi
Germans in an attempt to regain Ukrainian independence. Because he.



refused to denounce his own father, Yuriy served 20 years in Russian
concentration camps. He was released in 1968 to live in exile. In January
of this year he was arrested again. Now he has been given another ten
years in prison, making 30 years in all, and all for loyalty to the memory
of his father. Such examples are commonplace inside the so-called Soviet
Union.

The fate of Yuriy Shukhevych and the many thousands of non-Russians
who inhabit the dreaded concentration camps, the fate of millions of
Europeans inside the captive nations cannot be ignored by anyone who
professes to love liberty. Lenin himself said: "A nation which oppresses
other nations cannot itself be free." It is well to remember this maxim at
a time when the Russians are expressing an interest in "European
Security".

A precondition to such security is the withdrawal of all Russian troops
from occupied countries and the .re-establishment of their national in-
dependence. Without this, there will be no security or peace in Europe,
and without it, the people of the subjugated nations cannot achieve even
basic human rights.

1972 The British League for European Freedom

EFC Opposes the So-Called European Security
Conference

London, November 23, 1972
TELEGRAM

To the Helsinki Perliminary Conference

The Executive Board of the European Freedom Council (EFC) supports the
reinforcement and expansion of NATO and opposes the so-called European
Security Conference, which is desired by Moscow in order to remove the USA
gradually from Europe, to reinforce the status quo of its conquests, to defeat
NATO and Western Europe's unification efforts and to open the road to fur-
ther Russian conquests in the still free part of Europe and the world.

The policy of liberation of nations subjugated by Moscow and Communism
alone will guarantee a just and lasting peace in Europe and in the world.

A precondition to security is the withdrawal of Russian troops from all oc-
cupied countries and the reestablishment of their national independence.
Without the realization of the concept of independence of nations subjugated
by Russian imperialism and Communism, there cannot be security and peace
in the world.

The European Freedom Council upholds national independence and human

rights.
The EFC Executive Board:

O. B. Kraft (Denmark) Suzanne Labin (France)

Ilvan Matteo Lombardo (lItaly) Jane Birdwood (Great Britain)
Varoslav Stetsko (Ukraine) John Graham (Great Britain)
Dr. Theodor Oberlander (Germany) Paul Vankerkhoven (Belgium)



Basil Mailat

Peoples' Right to National Sovereignty or
European Security as Favoured by Moscow

I. The Object of the European
Security Conference

Russians and their satellites are
talking nonsense when declaring that
one of the most important, problems
at present is to organize a "conference
for the settlement of European secur-
ity". Moreover, they pretend that
world peace depends on the security
in this part of the world. We do not
share this view at all for we know
that, on the contrary, such a confer-
ence is rather an instrument of of-
fense at the service of Moscow's
policy of conquest.

The Programme of the Conference

Let us start by examining what ac-
tually lies behind those grand words:
European Security Conference. It
should first of all be stressed that
tremendous publicity is used to insist
on the necessity of such a conference
but that it has not been laid down
exactly what the programme and order
of the day of this conference would be.
Perusing the innumerable comments
expressed through the mass communi-
nication media in the West as well as
in the East, and looking through the
speeches of the Communist chiefs in
particular, we have come to recognize
its outlines. One of Moscow's most
treacherous emissaries, the Chief of
the Rumanian Communist Partv, help-
ed us in realizing the following:

Two basic ideas can be derived from
these speeches:

1) Moscow wants the Western pow-
ers to acknowledge in the debates
of the conference the actual sta-
tus quo, and

2) it aims, by all means, at prevent-
ing European unification. If this
gamei can be played to its very
end all of Western Europe will

sooner or later become Moscow's
hinterland.

The first idea is to consolidate the
base for an attack in a first phase, the
second to carry out the attack.

1) Consolidating the status quo

"The realities of post-war history
must be admitted", Ceaucescu, Mos-
cow's emissary, claims. It is the West
that must give in and recognize the
borders established by Moscow after
the last war. Hence, all countries new-
ly acquired by Russia, including East
Germany, Slovakia, Czechia, and the
Japanese Kurile Islands are going to
disappear definitively in the Russian
Empire.

As a result of this conference the
West should no longer support any
desiderata of the peoples subjugated
by Russia and should abstain from
exerting pressure favouring the libe-
ration of these nations. Otherwise,
such pressure would he regarded as an
inwarrantable interference in the in-
ternal affairs of the annexationist state.

2) The attack against a united Eu-
rope comprises a series of measures,
such as:

Abolishing political and military
blocs: "Europe should no longer be
divided into blocs"™, Moscow requests
on all occasions. What is actually
meant is 1lhe disappearance of the
a/Vestern bloc for, as far as the "Eastern”
bloc is concerned., its disappearance
would only be apparent. However, in
reality the ostentacious existence of
the "Eastern” bloc isno longer of use to
Communism, but on the countrary, it
is detrimental because it uncovers its
subversive activity and thus prevents
it from displaying efficient activity in
free Europe and, in a more general
way, in the whole world-



The fear encumbering the Western
world must be dissipated as soon as
possible. For this particular reason
Moscow wants this bloc to disappear
formally. The cohesion of the "Eastern”
bloc, however, is not guaranteed by
the alliance« between Moscow and the
other Communist-dominated countries
within the framework of the bloc, but
by bilateral treaties of alliance.

On the other hand, W estern countries
are instigated to actually destroy "their
bloc". In other words, they must first
renounce their alliance with the United
States of America and the free coun-
tries of other continents (destruction
of NATO), then dismantle their econ-
omic community (the European Com-
mon Market) and finally integrate
themselves in the political, economic
and cultural system of Moscow.

Politically the Western countries
would have to respect the system
established by Moscow and not fight
against it as well as lay open their real
aims before« the whole world.

Economically they would have to
support the bankrupt economy of this
bloc by granting capital loans and sup-
plying goods which will neither be
returned nor paid off.

W.e cannot refrain from citing two
examples:

After the establishment of diplomatic
relations between the Federal Republic
of Germany and the Soviet Republic
of Rumania, the Rumanian commercial
debts were increasing incessantly,
amounting to about two billion Ger-
man Marks now. Bucharesthas only re-
turned a few millions of the total debt.
Communist Poland accepted a US loan
of more than IV2 billion dollars to
consolidate her economy. Half of this
sum was given to Fidel Castro for
financing subversive activities in Latin
America organized by Cuba.

As far as culture is concerned,
W estern countries would have to tole-
rate Communist literature as well as
other Communist intellectual works in
their countries. This atheist "pseudo«"

culture is destined to neutralize and
iinally annihilate the Western con-
cepts of liberty and replace them by
the precepts of the barbarian Commu-
nist doctrine.

Respecting independence and sov-
ereignty: Another object of the pro-
posed conference is to force the West
to respect the so-called "national in-
dependence and sovereignty” of Com-
munist states. This request is repeated
by these countries' representatives on
all occasions. The so-called impera-
tive, however, is not directed against
Russian  imperialism and, if the
W estern press declares so it is com-
pletely mistaken (for these countries
consider themselves completely inde-
pendent and sovereign as regards
their relations with Moscow). Their
appeal is directed to Western countries
only which might threaten this inde-
pendence. These countries are reques-
ted to« respect the existence of
states which were not created by the
respective peoples but were imposed
by a foreign power-

Abstaining from interfering in inter-
nal affairs: The West should not in-
terfere in the internal affairs of Com-
munist slates. Their regime of terror
suppressing individual and national li-
berty should not be disturbed. "The
West should definitely renounce the
use of force or threats to use force
against them™. In other words, the W est
should be brought to give up any acti-
vity for the liberation of the peoples
imprisoned in the Russian empire.

The Communists know quite well
that they will never accept a compro-
mise with the West as far as the fate
of these peoples is concerned and that
they will never agree to a peaceful
settlement to render these peoples or
their countries free. They also know
that the subjugated peoples within
their zone act as a forceful dynamite
favoring the free Western world, a
dynamite that would blow up with un-
heard of violence in case of armed
conflict.



Communism is a form of Russian im-
perialism. The Communists are its
henchmen.

For this reason one of the main ob-
jects of the conference would be to
force the West to abstain from sup-
porting any struggle of these peoples
for their liberation in the future. They
must be abandoned to. Moscow's discre-
tion which might either tolerate their
existence or punish them in case they
rise against, it. The recent cruelties in
the Baltic countries, in UKraine,
Czecho-Slovakia, Hungary and so on
are obvious examples. The West would
have to refrain from any protest
against such acts of cruelty (as West
Germany does whenever murders are
committed at the border of the so-
called Democratic Republic of Ger-
many), for protest means interference
in the internal affairs of any allied
state. On the other hand however,
Moscow has abundantly infiltrated the
Western countries with its well-
instructed agents. And these spies are
employing citizens of the respective
states to prepare a Communist revolu-
tion by any possible means. Today
these agents are detected and expelled
for subversive activity. Tomorrow
when treaties have been concluded on
the basis of the negotiations of the
security conference such spies would
have to be tolerated and respected as
representatives of friendly states.

Renouncing aggression: "The West
should renounce aggression towards
Communist states”. This request is

constantly repeated and has become
a sort of Communist slogan. In fact,
Communism requests others to- aban-
don aggression. However, it commits
the most barbarous kind of aggression
all the time towards the peoples sub-
jugated by Communism. It violates
liberty, faith in God and these peoples’
desire to' think and to behave according
to their own laws and habits based on
their own history. For present history
is based on past history comprising
their traditions and experience. Com-
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munism replaces this history by its own
history, the Party history, and forces
the peoples to live according to its
rules. Whoever refuses to dolso' is
persecuted and annihilated.

The final stage

Finally the delegates of the Com-
munist bloc will constitute a common
front with the Communist parties and
prepare an overthrow of the present
order. In other words, "the forces of
evil are going to be united”. Recently
Ceaucescu, Moscow's proconsul in Ru-
mania, declared in an interview that
"therei are forces in the world suffi-
cient to put an end to imperialist
politics (of the West naturally) and
insure the development of humanity
in the Communist sense". Under the
pressure of subversive forces that must
act internally (as for example the
Baader-Meinhof gang which just takes
a rest for the time being) Western Eu-
rope would renounce an alliance with
America, would no longer have the
force to' constitute a "united Europe"
and would automatically pass quietly
intolthe system of Communist allian-
ces. If the Eastern countries achieved
all these results they would not need
guns for extending Communist domi-
nation over Western Europe. In that
case one could really claim that the
European Security Conference as ad-
vocated by Moscow would be success-
ful. The Russian empire would gradu-
ally be extended as far as thei Atlantic.

II- Peoples’ Inde-
pendence

We, free Europeans, reject the Eu-

Right to National

ropean Security Conference as pro-
posed by Moscow. We request "a
Tribunal of the Free World" instead,

which would compel imperialist Mos-
cow to- grant all peoples imprisoned
within the Russian empire the right
to national independence. These peo-
ples must be allowed to decide their
fate themselves. "Any free country
has the right to choose a system of
government corresponding to its situa-



tion, its country and the customs of
its inhabitants”, a Russian minister
declared at the beginning of the past
century. This means the retreat of
Russia from all countries it conquered,
not the consolidation of its power.

"All peoples have the right to free
self-determination and they freely gov-
ern their state accordingly and pro-
ceed with their economic, social and
cultural development"” (see Human
Rights Committee of the United Na-
tions).

Jurisprudence confirms these desires
and principles. It also asserts that eve-
ry nation must be free in order to be
able to decide how it wants to regulate
its external and internal legal relations
(see French Dictionary of Law "Dictio-
naire juridique").

In accordance with these principles,

we demand the liberation of all peo-
ples living within the Communist
sphere of domination, i.e. not only

those of the satellite states — the East-
ern Zone of Germany, Poland, Hunga-
ry, Rumania, Czecho-Slovakia, Bulga-
ria — but also' those living within the
borders of the USSR, i.e. in Ukraine,
Byelorussia, Georgia, Turkestan, Li-
thuania, Estonia, Latvia, Armenia, etc.

At present the fate of these peoples
is decided by the Communist Party
since according to Moscow's doctrine
the Party represents "the people's con-
science itself". There could not be any
other party for the Communist Party
alone is to represent this "people's con-
science" and it alone decides that they
are obliged to live according to Marx-
ist-Leninist doctrine. This is the real
meaning of the slogan "the people
should be allowed to decide their fate
themselves"”, which is professed by the
Communists on all occasions. And the
Communist Party is the spokesman of
Russian imperialism and colonialism in
modern form.

The Western world must realize that
the Communist Party does not intend
to satisfy the needs of the people and
solve their problems, but that it only

aims at consolidating its dictatorship!
It does not even respect the laws it
decrees itself. Although the constitu-
tion of every Communist-governed
country without any exception, gua-
rantees freedom of speech and of the
press, those who criticize (even in-
directly) the regime in power in any
way are sentenced to prison or con-
fined to mental asylums. The same
Constitution guarantees the right of
assembly, but whoever dares to de-
monstrate is sentenced for "anti-Com-
munist” agitation.

Stalin already declared that "under
the Communist regime the right of the
working class to consolidate its power
prevails over the peoples' right to free
self-determination which therefore has
to be subordinated to the first" (see
Stalin's speech at the XII Congress
of the Soviet Communist Party). And
this is taking place because a Commu-
nist regime is a Russian imperialistic
regime which must protect the empire
against the peoples' realization of their
self-determination, i.e. their national
independence.

This conception has absolutely no-
thing in common with the W estern con-
ception of the right to free self-deter-
mination. The Communist concept sup-
ports tyranny and imperialism and con-
sequently we reject it.

If Soviet Russia believes that she can
go on subduing peoples in the name
of this tyranny she is mistaken for the
peoples living on the territory of the
Russian empire do not constitute a po-
tential for her to fight against the West,
but an explosive barrel that might
blow up with a force greater than a
nuclear explosion. In case of conflict,
this explosive force would definitely
shake the foundations of the Russian-
Communist structure and destroy the
Russian empire.

Tyranny has never been able to re-
strain the national struggle for liberty,
and Soviet Russia ought to know that
she is not an exception to this rule
either.



A MESSAGE FROM THE FRONT

First of all, I would like to thank the European Freedom Council for its mes-
sage to our President expressing the upport of the Council for his stand
at this most important stage of negotiations in the Vietnam conflict.

I would also like to thank this distinguished audience for its approval of
the above message of support.

I wish to congratulate the Organizing Committee for holding this import-
ant meeting today to remind the wo Id that the success of the Communist
Revolution in Russia so many years ago resulted in the enslavement of hun-
dreds of millions of people.

The meeting also serves to remind the world that in the search for peace,
the free world at Yalta created certain conditions enabling the Russians
to impose Communist regimes in Central Europe after the reoccupation of U-
kraine, Byelorussia, and other non-Russian nations, with the direct help of
Soviet Russian troops, as in the cases of Hungary and Poland, and via a co-
alition government in Czechoslovakia.

The one constant factor in world politics in the last 25 years has been a
consistent Communist policy aim, that is, the Communist domination of the
world.

The Marshall plan and NATO have stopped Communism from spreading
beyond the unfortunate Central European countries. Only collective efforts
and immediate response of the free world, under the name of the United
Nations, saved South Korea from Communist aggression.

Is President Thieu an obstacle? Yes, he is. But only to the Communists'
ambition of conquest; and so are the 18 million South Vietnamese people. The
only obstacle to peace is the very presence of 13 North Vietnamese divisions
in South Vietnam, Cambodia and Laos.

To those who, because they are Communist sympathizers, ask us to accept
the 9 point plan of Hanoi, | don't need to answer.

But there are many people in the world who are greatly disturbed by the
news of the war in Indochina and who want to see an end to the Kkilling. |
would like to remind those people that we, the Vietnamese people, would
love, more than anybody else, to see he war ended. The children killed or
wounded by the war are ours. The land destroyed by the war is ours. But
if these people asked us to surrender o the Communists for their own peace
of mind, my answer is never.

South Vietnam is longing for peace, a peace with freedom, democracy and
national independence.
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Since this meeting was discussing the problem of the European Security
Conference, | would like to say that thtugh negotiations are a commendable
way of seeking peace — for this reason my Government is always ready
to meet the enemy, and to try to settle the conflict in a spirit of reconcilia-
tion, past experiences in dealing with the Communists have shown us that
we should always remain clear-sighted, vigilant and united in negotiating
with thie Communists.

Learning their lesson in Europe and in Korea, the Communists are now
trying to open a breach in the defence of the free world in Vietnam, ex-
ercising their strength by conventional warfare assisted by massive world pro-
paganda.

The Vietnamese people are unfortunate to see their land chosen by the
Communist bloc as a battlefield for its war of expansion. But they also feel
proud of being on the front line of defence of the free world.

Today | am glad to bring to you a message from the front.

Recent events in the pastweek have shown that only a close co-operation
between South Vietnam and its allies and the clear-minded attitude and vigil-
ance of the South Vietnamese leader, President Thieu, together have saved
South Vietnam from a surrender to the Communists.

Indeed, President Thieu has clearly seen in the 9 point plan for which
Hanoi has allegedly obtained American agreement, a plan set up to fool
international opinion.

Accepting a standstill ceasefire without a North Vietnamese troop with-
drawal means another Hungary or another Poland. Accepting a coalition
with the Communists only means allowing the occurrence of another Czecho-
slovakia.

After the failure of their aggression last March, the North Vietnamese Com-
munists are trying now to convince the world that President Thieu is the sole
obstacle to peace.

If the Communists' aim is the dominationof the world, | think that the free
world's aim should not only be peace. We should ask ourselves whether the
more than one hundred million non-Russian people now in the Russian Em-
pire — the USSR, or persecuted in Red China, in North Vietnam, etc. are
living in peace?

With their fate in mind, | think the free world should oppbse the Commu-
nist policy aims of conquest with the aims of freedom, democracy and na-
tional independence.

DUONG HONG DUC
First Secretary, Embassy ol Vietnam, London

13



Prof Dr. Theodor Oberlander

For a Europe Uniied in Freedom
(Speech delivered at the Mass Rally in London, November 4, 1972)

What are the European Democrats
expecting from the conference in Hel-
sinki? We know that next year a Euro-
pean conference on security will be
held in Helsinki. The Soviet Union is
demanding a guarantee of security for
its gains of the Second World War, the
expulsion of the United States from
the European soil and the dissolution
of NATO.

The Helsinki conference has three
options:
1) to abolish the division of Europe,
2) to- facilitate the consequences of
the division of Europe,
3) to consolidate the division of
Europe.

The belt of the satellites, the Baltic
states, Ukraine, Byelorussia and the
countries of the Caucasus are also- a
part of Europe. If the Soviet Union
feels itself responsiblel for the Com-
munist parties in Western Europe, then
W estern Europe must also be respon-
sible for the silent majority of the
population of the subjugated countries.
The nations of Eastern Europe cannot
speak freely, and their dictators re-
ceive their orders from Moscow. We,
the members of the free nations, fight
for freedom and independence of all
members of the European community.
National sozialism once deceived the
free states of Western Europe. We do
not want to be deceived a second time.

In the time of self-determination we
are asked: What are the aims of that
conference for us? Peace and security
for Europe- How to get this peace?

First of all, we want the political
unification of Western Europe. We
have the Common Market and we are
glad that Great Britain became a mem-
ber of it. But we do' not yet have poli-
tical unification in all problems of
foreign policy, defense, security and
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finance. This unification should have
been achieved before any decisive ne-
gotiations take place. Chancellor Aden-
auer told us: When Western Europe is
united, then it can negotiate with the
Eastern powers.

Secondly, we demand an obligatory
acceptance of human rights and
the right to national independence of
the subjugated nations by all the
members of this conference. It is im-
possible to conclude binding treaties
between states for which human rights
and the right to national independence
are a pressing obligation of political
life and states which refuse to uphold
human rights and the right to national
independence in accordance with the
Charter of the UN. An equal basis of
rights and an equal carrying out of
laws are preliminary conditions of the
conference.

We propose an examination of all
treaties to see whether they corres-
pond with human rights and the peo-
ples' right to self-determination. The ac-
commodation of treaties and constitu-
tions to human rights and the right
of self-determination, and the inspec-
tion whether these rights are only
written or also practiced in everyday
life are the most important tasks of
this conference. The conference should
resolve that all treaties which contra-
dict human rights and the principles
of the UN are invalid.

All treaties signed by imperialists and
dictatorships without the application
of the right of self-determination are
not valid. If the Munich Agreement
is null and void, then the Ribbentrop-
Molotov treaty is also invalid as well
as the occupation of the Baltic states,
Ukraine, Byelorussia, Turkestan, Geor-
gia, etc. Only life in accordance with
the principles of the UN gives security.
These principles must be restored.



We want the evacuation of foreign
troops from Czechoslovakia because
occupation has been carried out
against the will of the overwhelming
majority of the population.

We demand the withdrawal of Rus-
sian occupation troops from Ukraine,
Georgia, Byelorussia and all the sub-
jugated countries, and from German
soil in particular.

Europe is not only Western Europe,
but the whole of Europe. We have not
abolished our colonial policy in Asia
and Africa only to get a new colonial
policy in Europe-

All kinds of violence and terrorism,

especially on the frontiers, must be
forbidden and severely punished.
Walls, barbed wire, and orders to

shoot upon men are not an expression
of detente and security and must be
abolished during this conference.

We can only negotiate the unifica-
tion of the whole of Europe when
human rights and the right of the
subjugated nations to national in-

dependence become obligatory for
all members of the conference. Europe
will become a garden of nations in
which every nation will grow and dev-
elop without interference from any
other nation. The European Freedom
Council fights for national independ-
ence and human rights for all Euro-
pean nations on one united European
continent

Our reflections are suggestions for
W estern governments which have
agreed to negotiate with respect to the
so-called European Security Confer-
ence.

Our position is as follows: no nego-
tiations with Moscow will ever be suc-
cessful. The only road to the liberation
of the subjugated nations are the na-
tional liberation revolutions of these
nations, supported by the free world.
Only national states, reestablished
upon the ruins of the Russian empire
toppled by national uprisings, will be
a guarantee of a just and lasting peace
in the world.

London, November 4, 1972

Presidium of the Mass Rally held to protest the 50th anniversary of the founding
of the USSR.
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The Marlyrology of Yuriy Shukhevych

In recent years some Klym Dmytruk
appears in the press (the newspaper
Visti z Ukrainy (News from Ukraine),
the Lviv oblast newspaper Vilna U-
kraina (Free Ukraine) and others) with
articles about the OUN Movement (Or-
ganization of Ukrainian Nationalists).
His book is about to be published by
the Lviv publishers "Kamenyar".

The readers have noticed that con-
trary to other authors who write or
have written on this subject (Yu. Mel-
nychuk, T. Byelyayev, T. Myhal and
others), this author in particular makes
an extensive use of secret files of the
KGB, secret documents and testimonies
which were made by the participants
of the OUN movement during interro-
gations under merciless tortures in Sta-
linist times. Therefore, an opinion ex-
isted that Klym Dmytruk is a formal
employee of the KGB.

Now it has been accurately establi-
shed that Klym Dmytruk is the pseudo-
nym of KGB major Klymentiy Yevhe-
novych Halskyi — the organizer or ac-
complice of a number of serious crimes
against justice, for which he should
bear criminal responsibility.

K. Halskyi is a Pole by nationality, a
native of the Zhytomyr region, aged
45-50. Everybody knows about his ser-
vice in the KGB (MVD) organs in the
last years of the war. It is known that
in 1944 he had been in the Radekhiv
district of the Lviv region where hel
was involved in a series of illegal acts
toward peaceful inhabitants suspected
of links with the underground. He car-
ried out such actions in other districts
of the Lviv region as well. In particu-
lar, he participated in the murdering
of prisoners and in the "fabrication" of
"cases". He emerged as a more promi-
nent figure in the post-Stalinist times
already, when the most crucial cases
were entrusted to him. He worked in
the operative apparatus of the Lviv
UKGB. He participated in the prepara-
tion of such totally or partially fabri-
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cated cases as that of Yu. Shukhevych
(1958), the case of L. Lukyanenko at al
(1960-61), the case of the Ukrainian Na-
tional Committee in Lviv (1961).

To give an idea of the ethical prin-
ciples and methods of K. Halskyi's
work we shall cite the case of Yu-
Shukhevych.

As is known, in 1947 Yu. Shukhevych,
a minor, was arrested and sentenced
to 10 years actually for the fact that
he was the son of the leader of the
OUN (Organization of Ukrainian Na-
tionalists) movement, Gen. Roman Shu-
khevych.

One-and-a-half year prior to the ex-
piration of his term, Yu. Shukhevych
was released as someone sentenced
while still a minor. But the USSR Pro-
secutor General Rudenko, without any
significant grounds, protested against
the release of Shukhevych, who was
then arrested again and sent to> the
Vladimir prison to complete his 10-year
term-

Shortly before his final release, K-
Halskyi came to Vladimir for "discus-
sions” with Yu. Shukhevych.

It was demanded of the latter to pub-
licly denounce his father and take a
stand against the movement which he
headed. Yu. Shukhevych categorically
refused.

On the day of his release, Yu. Shu-
khevych was confronted with a new
charge of "anti-Soviet propaganda and
agitation” in the cell and a new, total-
ly fabricated case was instituted a-
gainst him, on the basis of which Yu.
Shukhevych was sentenced to another
10 years of imprisonment.

The "case" was prepared in full by
K. Halskyi, having exploited for this
two, totally demoralized criminals, es-
pecially planted in the same cell with
Yu. Shukhevych. One of them — Olek-
sander Fomchenko from the vicinity of
Moscow — was convicted in 1947 to 25
years for robbery; in 1951 he was sent-
enced to 25 years in prison for the se-



cond time for membership in a provo-
cative camp organization, the "Double-
headed eagle".

The second — also a Russian from
the Voronezh region, homosexual Bur-
kov, was sentenced to 10 years in pri-
son for cutting somebody's throat with
a razor.

Halskyi bought their services rather
cheaply — they were not even pro-
mised release, but a change from pri-
son confinement to that of camp. Seve-
ral days prior to his release, the said
Burkov signed a grievance, slipped to
him, to the prosecutor's office in which
he, as a Soviet man, expressed his in-
dignation at the fact that such an ene-
my as Shukhevych, who engages in
anti-Soviet agitation even in a cell, is
about to be released.

An investigation was started which
was transferred to Lviv. This "investi-
gation", prepared by Halskyi, was con-
ducted by Capt. Vinogradov renowned
for the fact that still in the Stalinist
times, he tortured prisoners brutally- In
particular, he mercilessly beat up the
arrested women, K. Zarytska, O. Hu-
syak and H. Didyk.

Yu. Shukhevych was tried in com-
plete secrecy. The testimony of Burkov
and Fomchenko was ineffective. For
instance, Yu. Shukhevych's "intention"
to' flee abroad after his release was
"confirmed"” by the fact that "he stu-
died foreign languages” while in the
cell and so forth. The witnesses forgot
what they should say and what they
had said at the inquiry; they became
confused.

After the trial Halskyi again met with
Shukhevych. He cynically ridiculed the
trial, without denying that it was en-
tirely fabricated. Halskyi said that if
Shukhevych agrees to cooperate or
writes an article attacking nationalism,
the verdict will not be confirmed. All
this occurred in December 1958.

Shukhevych refused and spent an-
other 10 years behind bars. In 1961 Yu.
Shukhevych was again brought to Lviv,
where Halskyi talked to him again,

promising freedom at the price of co-
operation.

People who came in contact with
Halskyi characterize him as a cunning,
treacherous man, a cynic who face
to face with a prisoner does not con-
ceal his thoughts and intentions. He is
a fierce Ukrainophob, not in the line
of duty, but out of conviction. Possibly
this is connected with his nationality.
He searches for an individual approach
to each prisoner: he is "friendly" to
some and uses his fists with others.
The last recorded fact of this nature is
Halskyi's beating of writer and jour-
nalist M. Osadchyi during the 1965-66
inquiry, about which M. Osadchyi ex-
tensively informed the public and noti-
fied the chiefs of the republican KGB.

It has become known that recently
Halskyi was transferred from the Lviv
UKGB to a responsible position with
the republican KGB apparatus. It is al-
so known that in recent time he was
given the task of "feeling out" (or pos-
sibly even recruiting) Ukrainians from
abroad, who come to Ukraine as tour-
ists or on official assignments. In doing
this, Halskyi appears under an assumed
name. (Ukrainskyi Visnyk, Issue 6)

Dr. Horbovvyi Released
after 25 Years of Imprisonment

Dr- Volodymyr Horbovyi, a one-time
lawyer who in 1947 was sentenced with-
out trial to 25 years of imprisonment
in Soviet Russian concentration camps,
has been reportedly released. Dr. Hor-
bovyi, now 73 years old, is in extreme-
ly poor health.

Dr- Horbovyi was bom in Halychyna
in 1898. An outstanding jurist, he gain-
ed great stature and popularity as a
defender of Ukrainian nationalists at
the trials in Poland in the 1930s.

He was arrested in Prague in 1947,
deported to the Ukrainian SSR despite
the fact that he held Czecho-Slovak ci-
tizenship, and sentenced to 25 years of
imprisonment by an edict of the Ukrain-
ian SSR's Ministry of Internal Security,
issued on July 6, 1949.
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An Anii-Russian Leaflet from ihe Prison of Naiions

Dear Citizens:

On June 1, 1972, ten years have posted since the day on which the prices
ior the necessities of live have been aised. Ten years ago the resolutions of
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and of
the Soviet of Ministers of the USSR mphasized: “The increase in price on
meat and meat products, as well as on butter, is a temporary measure. The
realization of steps outlined by the March (1962) plenum oi 'the Central Com-
mittee will provide an opportunity for decreasing the prices on agricultural
products in the near future. There is no doubt that in a short time it will be
possible to lower retail prices.”

Now the people understand that this was a subsequent "promise"”, a sub-
sequent unscrupulous lie of the comrades in the Kremlin.

According to newspaper reports, during these ten years our people have suc-
cessfully realized the decisions of dozens of plenums and two five-year
plans. But the prices not only have not fallen but continue to rise. A hidden
price increase is taking place on products, food and industrial goods by way
of re-classilicalion, the lowering of quality, the sticking of new labels and so
forth.

Recall the uproar raised in connection with the adoption of the "Program
oi the Building of Communism" at the 22nd Congress in 1961. The authors
of this fantastically deceptive program promised wus: “Already in the span
of the first decade (i.e. up to 1970) all strata of the Soviet people will be able
to enjoy prosperity, will enjoy financial security... the housing shortage
will be done away with". It contained agreatdeal of figures which proved
that at the present time we should have been standing at the gates of para-
dise leading to material prosperity.

But instead of deceptive promises of a better life, prices continue to rise
in the country. In the last ten years, prices on almost all products have risen
20-30 per cent; construction of housing has decreased 20 per cent and coope-
ratives are being introduced more and more.

Dear Citizens! Our country has the richest resources in the world; it is the
second largest industrial country in the world. But as far as the standard ot
life is concerned, the workers of the USSR have the 26th place in the world,
the last place among the developed countries. For his pay, our worker can
buy 7-12 times less than the American, the English or the West German
one. The average area oi our worker's apartment is 2-5 times smaller than
that oi the workers of other countries. Among the Americans, 80 °/0 oi the
families own a car, among the English — 60°/o, among the Germans — 50°lo,
while in the USSR less than 0.1 °lo. In comparison with Western countries mi-
serable are the pensions, disability benefits, invalid and child-birth benefits
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in the USSR. The USSR workers have the shortest paid vacation among the
above-mentioned countries. For his unemployment benefits, the unemployed
in the West can buy 2-4 times more products than our worker or employee
for his wages. And there are no more than 2-4 °/0 unemployed in the West
ol the total work lorce. Not without reason do the Kremlin rulers completely
muftle foreign radio broadcasts. Even Hiller had not done this in peace time.

Dear Citizens! Very lew know that the greater majority of products in our
country are sold at prices 2-4 times greater than the expenses ol state pro-
duction and their realization (including the income ol the enterprise). As
stipulated by our economists, the pay ol the Soviet worker makes up about
1/3 ol his real earnings. And aside from these hidden deductions, taxes are
exacted from our worker in addition,

Where do these huge hidden profits from your work and mine go? These
huge hidden profits are secretly and openly appropriated by the Kremlin rul-
ers and their servants— the great and middle particracy, aparatchiks and so
forth. These profits are spent on their luxurious life, on their datchas, villas,
limousines, on their huge salaries and premiums, on their rations hidden from
the peoplei. Special resorts, hospitals, sanatoria. The rulers of the Kremlin
and their stooges live better, more expensively, than the tsarist nobles had
done prior to the revolution, calling themselves at the same time "the avant-
garde ol the Soviet people”, their servants.

Servahls, indeed! They fleece their "master” — the worker — three times
over... And "the owners of the country" — the toilers, the workers, can
hardly make ends meet.

The second point is the squandering of the national wealth abroad. The
Kremlin rulers do not carry out trade in the interest of the people, but in
their own vanguard political interests of achieving world domination. For
their "unselfish aid“ at the expense of the misery of their own nation, they at-
tempt to impose the same yoke in other countries as in their own country.

Robbing their own people, the Kremlin leaders export a huge amount of the
highest quality products: meat, butter, fish, caviar, grain, cotton cloth, leath-
er, valuable raw materials and other deficit goods. At the same time, we
must import grain from aboard (Canada) spending for this the nevetheless
poor national reserves. Huge sums are thrown out by those in the Kremlin
in order to supply arms lor the so-called “freedom fighters”, for the support
of dictators who grant military bases to the Soviet Union (Egypt, Syria, Cuba
and others) and the maintenance abroad of an immense espionage network,
and for bribery of foreigners "advantageous" to our rulers. Billions were
wasted on the regime of Mao Tse-tung (now this regime is our fierce enemy).
Three million rubles a day were wasted on the arming of the Democratic
Republic of Vietnam, and its attempt to seize South Vietnam, one million
rubles a day on Cuba, 15 million rubles a day on the Arabs.
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The Kremlin leaders do not spare anything. There is enough of wealth in
Russia to last for their lifetime.

Dear Citizens! There is no socialism in our country. It is not socialism,
when there are 20 times more of various types of parasites and supervisors
(nachalniks) than had been in tsarist Russia. It is not socialism when the
average wage of a worker constitutes 100 rubles, while the income of a large
manager is several thousand a month. It is not socialism when the people
are virtually deprived of the most basic rights: freedom of speech, the right
to vote, to strike and others. It is the very absence of these rights which
makes it possibile for the Kremlin leaders to mercilessly rob, both secretly
and openly, and to oppress our people.

And we are not advancing toward Communism — all this is a lie. Our
system is state capitalism — the worst and the most rapacious system of state
which permits the rulers without any control to dispose of all the treasures
and profits of the country, to perpetrate arbitrariness and violence. Such
form or mercilessly predatory rule prevailed in Germany prior to Hitler's
"socialism™. ~ 7

Dear Citizens! The workers of Western countries achieved their high stan-
dard of living and broad political freedoms as the result of struggle. The
tried weapons of struggle are strikes and demonstrations. When in June 1970
in Poland a strike was declared and a demonstration staged, the results were
the removal of Gomulka from office, aid the almost complete reshuffling of
the Central Committee and the government. The new secretary of the Cen-
tral Committee, Gierek, reversed the price increase, raised wages and pen-
sions and relaxed censorship. r_

The people of our country are already taking up the struggle. In the last
ten years, strikes, demonstrations and other actions have taken place in
many cities: Novocherkask, Temir-Tau, Chyrchyk, Leningrad. The workers at
the Moscow factories also went on strike.

And recently, mass actions of workers occurred in Kaunas. Our writers,
prominent scientists, employees and workers write protests. They demand
freedom of speech, press, unions, imprrovement of the people's living condi-
tions; they demand toe government's account to the people. They are perse-
cuted, proclaimed insane, imprisoned because they take up the cause alone.

Dear Citizens! Fight for your rights, for the improvement of your life.
Protect one another: one for all and all for one. Only through struggle is it
possible to achieve changes for the better. If we fail to fight, we shall be
transformed more and more into slaves of the leadership of the CPSU, into
working cattle.

Long live freedom, democracy and independence of the subjugated peoples.

Citizens' Committee
(Familiarize as many people as possible with this leaflet.)
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John Kosiak

A Nation in Soviet Russian Captivity

The government of the Soviet Rus-
sian empire, caiied the USSR, during
the entire year of 1972 widely observ-
ed the 50th anniversary of its exist-
ence. The USSR was presented as a
voluntary union of sovereign states,
and an ideal solution to the national
problem for all peoples of the world-

The Byelorussian nation is in Soviet
Russian captivity today, and it is un-
able to express its opinions about its
own situation inside the USSR. There-
fore, we would like to express Byelo-
russian views on this problem.

Until November 1917 the tsarist Rus-
sian empire existed on the territory of
the contemporary USSR. The govern-
ment of this empire openly ruled over
many conquered nationalities and
states. These non-Russian nations were
oppressed politically, exploited econo-
mically and Russianized culturally by
the Russian tsarist government. In re-
ality these subjugated nations were
Russian colonies in the exact meaning
of this word-

After the usurpation of power, the
Communist government of Soviet Rus-
sia wanted to keep all those nations
in its possession. However, planning lo
extend Communist rule to the entire
world, the Russian Bolsheviks laid the
groundwork for a universal Commu-
nist state, the USSR. The formula-
tion for creation of the USSR was in-
vented by Lenin, the father of Russian
Bolshevism. Many years before assum-
ing power in Russia, he composed a
program for the Bolshevik Party, in
which he formulated a status for the
non-Russian nations, previously con-
quered by the tsarist Russian empire.
His theses were as follows: a) Com-
plete equality of rights for all nations;
b) Granting to all non-Russian nations
the right of self-determination includ-
ing secession from Russia and the crea-

tion of independent states; ¢) Merging
of all nations into class organizations
and educating them in the spirit of pro-
letarian internationalism.

These theses were designed for pro-
paganda purposes. Their obvious con-
tradictions were clarified by Lenin in
the article, "On the Review of the Par-
ty Program”. Lenin stated: "On our
part we have no desire for partition. We
want as large a state as possible, as
close a union as possible of as many
nations as possible, which are living in
the neighborhood of the Great Rus-
sians”. In this way Lenin injected into'
Russian Bolshevism the basic contra-
diction between propagandistic decla-
rations and real policies intended for
the non-Russian countries under Rus-
sian domination.

The same false tactics were used by
the Bolsheviks after their usurpation of
power in Russia in 1917. The basic do-
cument of Soviet government, "The
Declaration of Rights for Nationalities
of Russia", of November 15, 1917, pro-
claimed the liberation of the non-Rus-
sian nations from national oppression.
The shameful policies of national op-
pression, existing in tsarist Russia, must
be changed to. the policies of volun-
tary and equitable union of nations,
belonging to Russia.

The Bolshevik "Declaration of Rights
of Working and Exploited People" pro-
claimed that the Russian Soviet Repub-
lic has to be erected on the basis of a
voluntary union of independent na-
tions, as a federation of Soviet national
republics. However, the policies imple-
mented by Russia in the non-Russian
countries represented a complete con-
tradiction to these declarations.

In Byelorussia the following events
occurred at the time. On December 15,
1917 the First All-Byelorussian Con-
gress had assembled in Miensk. It con-
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sisted of 1,872 representatives, elected
by the people of all the ethnographic
territories of Byelorussia- This was a
national Byelorussian constituent as-
sembly, whose aim was to decide the
future statehood of Byelorussia. The
Bolshevik Russian delegates were in a
small minority. They were not able to
influence Congressional decisions. Af-
ter the Congress had chosen independ-
ence for the Byelorussian state, the So-
viet Russian army dispersed this as-
sembly.

However, the Council of the First
All-Byelorussian Congress proclaimed
independence of the Byelorussian De-
mocratic Republic on March 25, 1918.
In opposition to this independent Bye-
lorussian state, the Soviet Russian go-
vernment created the Byelorussian So-
viet Socialist Republic (BSSR). This fic-
titious state was created and its go-
vernment was selected in Moscow. Of-
ficial proclamation of the BSSR took
place on January 1, 1919 in the city of
Smalensk which at this time was con-
quered by Russia.

Subsequently, the Soviet Russian ar-
my conquered most of Byelorussia.
Concluding the peace treaty with Po-
land in Riga in 1921, the Moscow go-
vernment, without representatives from
the BSSR, divided the territory of Bye-
lorussia as follows: the BSSR was al-
loted a territory of six counties of the
Miensk region alone, with a popula-
tion of approximately 1.2 million. Po-
land was given approximately 100,000
sq. kms. of Byelorussia with a popula-
tion of 4-0 million. Approximately
250.000 sg. kms. of Byelorussian terri-
tory with a population of over 9.0 mil-
lion were annexed directly by the
RSFSR.

The government of the BSSR is al-
ways selected by the Russian Commu-
nist Party- Its functions are limited to
those of local administration for the
central Russian government in Mos-
cow. Thus, the Soviet Russian govern-
ment brutally suppresses the aims of
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the Byelorussian people for self-deter-
mination and independence, turning
them into a colonial people of Soviet
Russia.

The formal creation of the USSR took
place later, after all the independent
non-Russian republics were conquered
and destroyed by Soviet Russian ar-
mies, and satellite Soviet republics
were created in their place. On October
6, 1922, the session of the Central Com-
mittee of the Russian Communist Party
(Bolsheviks) adopted a draft by Lenin
formulating the creation of the USSR.
On December 18, 1922, the 4th Assemb-
ly of the Soviets of the BSSR adopted
a declaration on the necessity of the
creation of the USSR. On December 30,
1922, the representatives of the Soviet
republics signed the declaration and
agreement formally establishing the
USSR.

In reality, the USSR is a continuation
of the previously existing centralistic
Russian empire, using a different name,
as well as a different political, social
and economic structure. The ruling
force in the USSR is the Russian Com-
munist Party. This party represents a
new Russian upper class, replacing no-
bility in the former Russian empire.
The Polit-Bureau of this party is a tota-
litarian and dictatorial body, which
establishes, executes and controls all
policies for the USSR from Moscow,
including those for the non-Russian re-
publics-

A consolidation of the conquered
non-Russian countries by Russianiza-
tion of their population is a continuous
political process, pressed by the Mos-
cow government. This action includes:
1. Suppression of ethnic cultures of the
non-Russian nations of the USSR and
forcibly merging them in the one Rus-
sian stream. 2. Spreading of the Rus-
sian language by schools, publications,
broadcasting, television, administra-
tive use, etc. 3. Erection of buildings
in Byelorussia using the Russian style
of the present time, and destruction of



the previous distinctive Byelorussian
monuments of architecture- 4. Depor-
tation of nationally conscious segments
of the population, especially of the in-
telligentsia, to the other republics in
Asia. 5. Sending into Byelorussia of
many Russians for all leading positions,
from ministers down to administrators
of kolkhozes. 6. Annihilation of those
Byelorussians opposed to this dena-
tionalization. 7. Unlimited and merci-
less exploitation of the subjugated
countries and their population -for the
benefit of the Russian imperial aims.
8. Giving a high priority to the growth
of the Russian formidable military
might and imperial expansion, neglect-
ing the needs of the incorporated non-
Russian nations. As a result of these
colonial policies of Soviet Russia over
six million Byelorussians were anni-
hilated during the past 55 years.

Lenin envisaged the creation of the
USSR for the entire globe, obviously
under Soviet Russian leadership. Sub-
sequent governments of Soviet Russia
are gradually realizing this goal. The
fundamental means for reaching this
goal is military takeover. Communist
theoretical considerations and program
formulations are only playing a pro-
pagandists role in this .expansionist
design. At present their military activi-
ties, covering many parts of the globe,
on land, sea, underwater, in the air and
stratosphere, often are surpassing those
of other countries. This systematically
growing threat to the security of free
countries is the greatest menace to hu-
manity of our time. On the occasion of
Soviet Navy Day, Admiral of the Fleet,

S. Gorshkov, declared openly that the
Soviet Union's nuclear submarines,
"armed with ballistic missiles and long-
range torpedoes, and backed by missile-
carrying planes and ships, are capable
of destroying an enemy in any region
of the world's oceans".

This menace can be avoided by the
liberation of Byelorussia and other non-
Russian subjugated nations from Rus-
sian bondage and restoration of their
truly independent states. The Russian
state, limited to the Russian ethnogra-
phical territories, will not be capable
of armed expansion in global dimen-
sions.

The Byelorussian people are fighting
for their liberation from Russian occu-
pation throughout the 50 years of the
-existence of the USSR. The second All-
Byelorussian Congress, which met in
1944 in Miensk, the capital of Byelo-
russia, annulled all ties of Byelorussia
with the USSR. This Congress ap-
proved a proclamation of the indepen-
dent Byelorussian Democratic Repub-
lic, according tol the declaration of
March 25, 1918. The Byelorussian Na-
tional Defense fought for the liberation
and independence of Byelorussia.

However, in the existing totalitarian
and terroristic conditions of Soviet
Russian occupation, the Byelorussian
people are not able to liberate them-
selves at this time. Therefore, we ask
all freedom-loving peoples- of the world
to support the aims of the Byelorussian
nation for liberation from the horrors
of Soviet Russian colonialism, and for
the restoration of an independent Bye-
lorussian state.

From a Statement by Dr. Ku Cheng-kang, Honorary Chairman
of the World Anti-Communist League
on President Nixon's Re-election

We earnestly hope that President Nixon will uphold the American national
spirit, act in accordance with his profound understanding of the evil nature

of Communism, hold fast to his stand for peace with honor,
serting any of America's allies, solemnly continue to
steadily toward the form of peace that he envisages.

unity, and march

refrain from de-
lead the free world
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Levan Zourabichvili

Moscow and the "Helsinki Deal"

We are on, the verge of the "Helsinki
Deal" which the Communist bloc pro-
poses to free Europe.

Some political parties in the West-
ern countries make glitter the treache-
rous promise of a lasting European
peace guaranteed at this price. In do-
ing so they want to profit from a cli-
mate thus created in an electoral cam-
paign and label the opposing non-
Marxist parties that are not enfeoffed
by Moscow as "advocates of war".

One cannot repeat too often what
Moscow is actually aiming at:

1) It wants your free countries to' re-
cognize the status quo* as regards the
subjugated central and eastern part of
Europe- Due to a splendid pledge given
at Helsinki, Russia would henceforth re-
main — as she already is within her
fallacious "voluntary union" called
USSR — the absolute mistress of the
dreadful destiny of the nations belong-
ing to the so-called Warsaw Pact.

2) It intends to coagulate and petri-
fy Western Europe in a neutralist spirit
in order to obtain American disengage-
ment in Europe and the Mediterranean
area as soon as possible. Politically,
economically and militarily this would
place Europe, which is still free, at the
mercy of Soviet Russia. Is there any
other real pledge for maintaining Eu-
rope’s confidence in Moscow whose
superiority in conventional armaments
— the ratiolbeing about 5 or 6 to 1 —
would be sufficient to sweep Europe
away in less than three weeks?

No doubt, the masses in Europe are
not blind. However, to make the Hel-
sinki manoeuvre credible, Moscow’s
blind supporters are displaying a fasci-
nating screen of publicity in order to
conceal the trap. On one panel of the
screen we are repeatedly told (the
French Communist Party being in front)
that the USSR has always been paci-
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fist and that one cannot blame it for
the recent "road incidents" of Gdansk
orPrague because these measures were
"requested by the local population”,
respectively, striving to safeguard its
"socialist prosperity" threatened by
some heretics and slanderers. On an-
other panel we are persuasively told
that the USSR is incapable of doing
any harm to Europe because "there is
China behind its back". On the last pa-
nel innumerable alluring offers are
presented for profitable trade and in-
vestment agreements with the USSR,
the USSR requesting long-term loans
from the West. Could there be any
better guarantee for real peace — Com-
munist spokesmen maintain — than
these "constructive” bonds?

Evidently everything is based on
confidence in "pacifist" Soviet Russia's
willingness. In this case, | really mean
Soviet Russia, not Soviet Union, for
the invader, destroyer and oppressor is
Moscow, but there are people who
would like to make the general public
which easily forgets realities believe
that Russia's main victims, i. e. the Bal-
tic peoples, Ukrainians and Georgians,
are responsible for all that.

So- far | have not told you anything
you do not know already. However, |
should like to recall an irrefutable and
definite proof of Soviet Russia’s "paci-
fism" showing how far one may trust
her promises, engagements and "gua-
rantees”. | am thinking of a document
entitled "Treaty between the' Demo-
cratic Republic of Georgia and the So-
viet Republic of Russia" that was pub-
lished 50 years ago (signed in Moscow
on May 7, 1920). It seemed to- be a ge-
nuine treaty of non-aggression imply-
ing legal recognition and non-inter-
ference in internal affairs. Neverthe-
less, 9 months later the Russian army
invaded Georgia (on February 11, 1921)



without declaring war or avowing its
motive and conquered Georgia after 5
weeks of struggle- And one must not
attribute this crime to' Stalin alone al-
though he committed many other
crimes. This criminal invasion, preme-
ditated and preceded by a reassuring
treaty took place when Lenin was still
alive, the same Lenin who by now is
glorified by the UNESCO as an exem-
plary humanitarian figure.

From this | conclude the following:
It is evident that not those few hund-
reds of signatures placed under the re-
solution of warning voted here —
whatever their prestige might be. —
will be able to prevent the disaster in
this particular case. Even if these sig-
natures, over and above their moral
consequence, engage important, expe-
rienced organizations — | am thinking
of apolitical Associations of Ex-Ser-
vicemen — we cannot content our-
selves with resolutions. They must be

attended by a general action destroy-
ing subversive myths and inculcating
slogans favouring a Europe united in
freedom and justice.

It ought to be explained to the masses
what positive results a united Europe
would bring about for them; further,
they should be told in what way a se-
curity plan that might belcontrived in
Helsinki would bury the prospect of a
united Europe.

As far as we are concerned we do
not want a Europe where a conspiracy
between totalitarian Marxists and the
Big Business supplying the USSR would
henceforth create conditions of delu-
sion leading to servitude; we want an
independent Europe capable of impos-
ing her own conditions and giving a
starting hope to some 350 million peo-
ple who are compelled to serfdom be-
hind the Iron Curtain and for whom
a united Europe remains the last sheet-
anchor.

(Text of a speech delivered at the closing meeting of the European symposium of
Antibes organized by the European Academy of Political Science, the Movement for
European Unification and the College of Young European Leaders on September 17, 1972t

The European Freedom Council Expresses Solidarity with President Thieu

November 4th, 1972
President Thieu, ,

We send this testimony of our admiration to you, Mr. President, to the
armed forces and people of South Vietnam, who prevented Communism from
establishing its tyranny over your country. We congratulate you for firmly
refusing that Communism be installed through the political surrender which
is being demanded of you by defeatist circles of the West. We ask you to
demand free elections in North Vietnam. We are fully at your side in your
courageous fight, which is the fight of all free men, and we thank you for the
example of fortitude, which you are giving to the world.

Respectfully yours,

Yaroslav Stetsko (Ukraine)

Suzanne Labin (France)

Jane Birdwood (Great Britain)

Prof. Dr. Theodor Oberlander (Germany)
Paul Vankerkhoven (Belgium)
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Europe —A Realistic View

National and social revolutionary
movements are growing more con-
scious. Methods of political struggle

and readiness to act together and co-
operate are developing at the interna-
tional level. The nationalist solida-
rity is no longer merely an idea but
is gradually becoming a reality. The
new nationalism has a new quality dif-
ferentiating it basically from past "na-
tionalism" (incorrectly designated as
such) which was often identical with
pure chauvinism. Today nationalism
implies solving problems with a view
to natural human and national interests,
whereas Marxism-Communism is try-
ing to>solve the problems of humanity
by means of anti-natural ideas. Natio-
nalism is the peoples' logical reaction
to the Communist attempt at forcing an
evil international order on humanity
by means of violence and terror. There-
fore, a nationalist is always a humanist
representing the real interests of his
people, whereas a Marxist must be a
doctrinaire ignorantly passing over the
natural national interests for the sake
of an abstract, pseudo-religious ideo-
logical substitute. The Communist In-
ternational is an artificial set-up car-
ried by national minorities and directed
by an imperialist superpower. The na-
tionalist solidarity is rooted, even
if it is not quite aware of it, in the na-
tions; the Communist International,
however, rests merely on national mi-
norities.

Thus, nationalist solidarity in Europe
constitutes a particularly valuable sign
of progress and, consequently, its ideo-
logical and strategic conditions must
be precisely analyzed in order to pre-
serve it from unreal intellectual con-
structions for its maintenance and
growth. Though nationalist solidarity
among peoples is obvious, it is a pre-
cious and easily vulnerable phenome-
non. Therefore, national revolutionary
movements must finally start to dis-
cuss in detail the theory and strategy
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of their European conception in order
to avoid misunderstanding and failure.
It is the psychological background of
the European development towards, so-
lidarity in particular as well as the po-
litical implications of the common Eu-
ropean front that must be taken into
account. There are the following psy-
chological implications inherent in Eu-
ropean nationalism:

@ Any national
tionalist movement in any European
country is undoubtedly a minority
movement due to the fact that the
spoiled population is not committed to
politics. In the confusion prevalent in
Western society, the national revolu-
tionary associations have thei weakest
personal, financial and organizational
resources which, however, does not
give any evidence against their intel-
lectual quality. In such a situation one
is very much tempted to try to trans-
form a national weakness into a Eu-
ropean force by stepping up. to the Eu-
ropean level. However, adding a weak-
ness to another weakness unfortu-
nately does not result in strength, but
rather remains weakness within the
European framework. An ill-consi-
dered approach to> the European di-
mension even implies the danger that
national efforts are neglected. Other
national revolutionary movements in
Europe might too easily be regarded as
always mobilizable auxiliary forces for
overcoming their own national help-
lessness. Emphasizing the European
front against the national front-line re-
sults in neglecting one's own political
struggle and spoiling the national
forces of the movement. Thus the joint
force of the national revolutionary
movements in Europe is also, greatly
damaged because everyone is counting
on the particular force of the other.

It is, therefore, highly important for
achieving a political success that each
European revolutionary nationalist
movement should try to solve its parti-

revolutionary-na-



cular problems and obtain power in its
own country, by means of its own
forces. Only if the feeling prevails that
a national movement can achieve its
ends alone if necessary, without the
help of similar movements in other
countries, the various national revolu-
tionary forces in Europe can become
a considerable force, if put together. It
is obvious, indeed, that like-minded
European movements support one an-
other in their struggle for a new order,
if possible. Setting up a new order,
however, must be started in the indi-
vidual countries: it can organically ex-
pand from the bottom only and not
from above, i.e. an abstract European
idea.

(2) A salient feature of the European
national revolutionary movements is
their common front-line against the So-
viet Russian imperialist, socially reac-
tionist power. This objective is alto-
gether justified and requires a broad
European community that might im-
prove the chances of success. One
must, however, consider that the soli-
darity of European national revolu-
tionary movements is not primarily
turned against their common enemy
but is based on the intrinsic needs, of
the respective movements. There has
not been any general agreement on the
basic question of ideology and politi-
cal struggle. Meanwhile, an exchange
of ideas is at best beginning as regards
the* nationalist solidarity. A lasting
alliance of the European national
revolutionary movements will be ad-
vanced if they do not deny their na-
tional origin and aims but incorporate
them as dynamic factors, in the front
of revolutionary European nationalism.
The movement for a new order can on-
ly be based on the strength and will
of the individual national forces. This
is where it obtains its energy from, not
from propagating an abstract European
idea.

(3 The national consolidation of
Germany is a rather recent phenome-
non within the European family of peo-

ples which, however, is once- again be-
ing interrupted at present. If, therefore,
the nationalist tendency in Germany
requests the abolition of the states in
favour of a European Federal State, a
European nation, the psychological
background of this trend is quite evi-
dent. Germans have not yet enjoyed
their temporary national existence ve-
ry much and thus easily tend to deny
the state as such. However, German
nationalists would make a fatal mis-
take if they concluded from their own
readiness to> do. without a state that
there is a similar trend in other Eu-
ropean countries. The German problem
of identity suggests a break with their
own state. It is a particular German
concern, however, that cannot be
claimed to be generally valid. The. na-
tional revolutionary movement in Ger-
many must, therefore, keep free of the
German extremist tendency striving
either to found vast empires or toldis-
solve itself in vast empires and it
should join the front of the nationalist
movements, instead. Analogous move-
ments in other countries would get ir-
ritated if those who- presently do, not
have an acceptable state are emphati-
cally talking about the abolition of
states. The creation of a joint Europe
of nations must be looked upon as a
natural process of gradual mutual ap-
proach. Artificial precipitancy does not
serve a new order in Europe, but rather
prevents, its being set up.

4 The European idea is not at all

new. If it is put in the foreground by a
national revolutionary movement, the
movement gets into conflict, with the
established European idea, in particu-
lar that of thel50s showing Carolingo-
West-European traits,, while disregard-
ing the subjugated East European na-
tions. The European national revolu-
tionary movement must eliminate the
danger of being confused with this in-
sufficient and one-sided vision of Europe
if it does not wantto play a subordinate
role. Up to now, however, the tradi-
tional national movements have not
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succeeded in clearly distinguishing
their conception from the established
narrow European idea. This again
shows that the European idea is play-
ing a secondary role in a helpless na-
tional situation. The European idea of
the revolutionary movements, how-
ever, has not gone beyond some gene-
ral slogans either. It is not sufficient
to talk about a nationalist Europe other
than that of "Strasbourg and Brussels"
for convincingly showing a substantial
difference. Therefore, a discussion
should finally begin in order to clari-
fy what the new European order meet-
ing the requirements of the peoples
should be like. The national revolu-
tionary view must be clearly and un-
ambiguously defined and the principles
must be laid down.

After clarifying the psychological
background of the nationalist view on
Europe the political implications must
be examined. The result will show that
it is necessary to take a clear position
and differentiate.

1) West-European integration can-
not be considered a precursor of a new
European order for the benefit of all
nations. On the contrary, it consoli-
dates the existing European condition
and stabilizes the power of the Com-
munist Russian regime. It does not
strengthen the camp of the European
national revolutionary movements, but
only that of their oppressors.

2) The presently prevailing Euro-
pean idea which, at any rate, has lost
its political force and fascination long
agoland has fallen back to' economic
cooperation is limited only to the
countries of Western Europe. In
spite of much ado, it does not have an
all-European character. |Its political
structure does not allow an overall

European dimension either, because
it does not support the liberation
of the subjugated nations. If the

West-European conditions are in fa-
vour of integration this "partly Euro-
pean™ path cannot be recommended as
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an adequate means for a new all-Euro-
pean order. The premise of West-Eu-
ropean integration is the political and
social status quo in Europe. Thus, the
W est-European conception of the status
quo' in Europe is diametrically opposed
to the all-European national revolu-
tionary path which is to help all Euro-
pean nations to' freedom, national
independence and social reform. It is
left to the East-European peoples to
approach the West-European Bloc;
however, it is certain that these coun-
tries cannot make such a step. The
fact that the Soviet Russian imperialist
power smothered Czecho-Slovakia's at-
tempt to approach Europe and that
meanwhile  West-European politics
passed over this European tragedy
with equanimity clearly shows where
the enemy of all-European liberty and
reform is to be found. The established
West-European governments are har-
moniously compromising with the im-
perialist, socially reactionist super-
power of Soviet Russia suppressing
Ukraine, the Baltic nations and other
East-European peoples. This way they
have lost their claim on representing
the interests of an all-European peace-
ful order. The so-called European Se-
curity Conference promoted by the So-
viet Union and the West-European
countries is to round off the recogni-
tion of the German border through a
general recognition of the status quo
at the European level. If the European
national revolutionary  movements
want to maintain their chances of suc-
cess, they must decisively safeguard
their European conception against the
prevailing West-European idea and
offer their respective nations a clear
alternative, including in the European
concent the liberation of Ukraine, Bye-

lorussia, Bulgaria, Rumania, Hungary
and other subjugated nations.
3) The national revolutionary move-

ments cannot justify tolerance towards
the West-European process of integra-
tion by expounding the economic im-
plications alone- If it is recognized



that peoples are led towards So-
viet Russian imperialist domination by
their short-sighted governments being
in a state of material abundance and
political shortage, it should not be too
difficult to' make a decision. Whenever
a nation faces great danger any poli-
tical movement gets the chance to draw
the attention of the population to' its
own conceptions and thus accede to
power.

4) The conditions, of a national re-

volutionary struggle greatly vary in
European countries. Apartfrom the front-
line position vis-a-vis.reactionary Soviet
Russian imperialism the national revo-

lutionary movements have different
starting points in their respective
countries. The German national revo-
lutionary movement must conceive

the national and social question as. a
unity. Apart from this particularity
there is the central geographical, poli-
tical and psychological significance in-
herent in the German attitude towards
Europe. The destiny of Europe', the li-
berty and independence of all its
peoples depends, it may sound phan-
tastic, on Germany's destiny. If the
Germans fail to solve their national
problem, Europe will alsolfail. There

won't be liberty and self-determination’

in Europe if the Germans capitu-
late before the Russians. To adhere to
an all-German national revolutionary
movement thus means to serve the in-
terest of an all-Europe. Europe needs
the maintenance of Germany's exist-
ence as well as Germany needs Europe
in a joint struggle for liberation. In

this joint liberation struggle either
Europe will grow up or there will
be no free, self-determining, human-

istic Europe comprising the united peo-
ples. A. E. (Berlin)"

* The above article was received from

the young German anti-Communist
circles, who favor the dissolution of the
Russian empire into national states, as a
subject for discussion.

Released after 25 Years

After having served a full 25-year
sentence in prison, Kateryna Zarytska,
physically ill and an invalid, was freed
from a concentration camp in Mordo-
via. She was forbidden to live with her
loved ones in her birthplace, Lviv, as
well as in any part of Western Ukraine,
where she was. bom.

Kateryna Zarytska, a volunteer of
the Ukrainian Red Cross, who took
care of the wounded of the. Ukrainian
Insurgent Army, was sentenced by a
Russian court in 1947 to. 25 years' hard
labour in prison and concentration
camps under severe regime- A large
portion of her sentence was served in
the infamous Vladimir prison.

lhor Kalynets Sentenced

lhor Kalynets, a well known Ukrain-
ian poet, was sentenced by the Russian
occupation regime in Lviv in Novem-
ber 1972 to three years (according to-
another report to- 5 years) of imprison-
ment and three, years of exile. Hei was
tried on the basis of Article 187-1 of
the Criminal Code of the Ukr. SSR, He
was immediately taken to. the Vladimir
prison.

Telegram to ABN

Thank you for your congratulations:
on the World Freedom Day. Large-scale
world rally will be held in Taipei and
information regarding the rally will be
forwarded to you afterwards. | since-
rely hope that your organization would
initiate world activities there, echoing
our common cause for consolidating
freedom efforts and endeavouring tol
emancipate the enslaved peoples.

Dr Ku Cheng-kang,
Honorary Chairman of WACL
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ABN Appeals for Joint Action

at the Mass Rally in London, November 4, 1972

A wave of Stalinist terror is again
inundating the nations subjugated by
Russian imperialism and Communism.
This is coupled with a threat of famine,
resulting not so much from crop failure,
as from the anti-natural collectivistic
economic system which contradicts the
substance inherent in the subjugated
nations and is forced upon them by
the Bolshevik bayonets, as a means
of national and social enslavement.
Moscow's colonial and imperialistic
policy, which does not take assidous
care of the needs of the population

of the subjugated nations, fulfils its
avaricious commitments toward its
new, planned victims, thus under-

mining the means of livelihood of the
population of the oppressed nations.
They face starvation. Moscow is short
of 70 million tons of grain, even ac-
cording to- the needs stipulated by it.
In Ukraine, one kilogram of bread
already costs one ruble. Crop failures
occur in other countries, as well, but
they do not have such catastrophic
consequences, when the government
is not colonialistic and imperialistic
and when it does not impose a way of
life which is anti-natural for other
nations. Moscow exploits the economic
situation for an even greater curbing
of the national liberation struggle of
the subjugated nations. But the peoples
are rebelling.

Forty years ago, Russia attempted to
break resistance to her colonial domi-
nation und forced collectivization, as
means of national subjugation, by a
hunger siege of Ukraine, the peoples
of the Caucasus, Byelorussia, the Don
Cossacks and others.

The free world should not only re-
ject the so-called policy of peaceful
coexistence, so destructive for it, but
also counteract the policy of so-called
world balance of power between the
thermonuclear, technological super-
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powers, and launch a policy of libera-
tion of the subjugated nations — the
neglected superpower to whom the
future belongs.

The catastrophe caused by starva-
tion can be prevented by the pressure
of the free world's powers on the
USSR compelling the Russian imperia-
lists to discontinue armaments, by the
W est's opposition to the expansion of
their navy in order to oust the aggres-
sive Bolshevik influence from Cuba
or Bangla Desh which Russia supplies
with food stuffs in order to keep these
countries under its dictates. A prompt
political offensive of the West is cap-
able, while reinforcing resistance of
the subjugated nations, to help make
it impossible for Moscow to- lay a new
hunger siege of the enslaved nations,
which rose to a decisive battle"

Not indulgence with respect to Mos-
cow in the convening of the so-called
European Security Conference, but its
rejection and an active opposition to
its acts of aggression in the whole
world will assist the subjugated na-
tions in raising a new hunger siege
prepared for them by Russia.

It is not a chance occurrence that
terror has been intensified against the
subjugated nations, against their figh-
ters for national independence and
human rights of their nations.

It is not a chance occurrence that
the Russians advance against workers
and peasants in Ukraine, Lithuania,
Georgia, Armenia, Byelorussia, Turke-
stan, Azerbaijan, on the Don, in Esto-
nia, Latvia and Siberia, against the
Tatars, because the carriers of the
ideas of the national struggle for libe-
ration in the subjugated countries are
not only the intellectual elite, but the
broad popular circles of peasants,
workers, intelligentsia, youth, of the
people as a whole. The entire nations



are the champions of struggle. There-
fore events as those in Kaunas (Lithua-
nia) and in Dniprodzerzhynsk and Dni-
propetrovsk (Ukraine), characterizing
the quality and the universality of
struggle, came to pass.

Against this background, the figure
of Yuriy Shukhevych, sentenced anew
to 10 years of prison and 5 years of ex-
ile after spending 20 years in confine-
ment as. a young boy solely because he
had been and remained a loyal son of
his heroic father, is characteristic of the
struggle of the entire nations.

We appeal to. the- entire world to
stage- a massive campaign in defense
of the son who- did not betray his
father, and for this must languish in
prisons for 35 years.

We. appeal to the whole world to
launch actions in. defense of I- Svit-
lychnyi, I. Dzyuba, Ye. Sverstyuk,
Rev. Vasyl Romanyuk and three hund-
red other cultural leaders in Ukraine,
as well as. those in other subjugated
countries — Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia,
Byelorussia, Turkestan, the nations of
the Caucasus, Slovakia, Czechia, Bul-
garia, Croatia, Rumania ...

Infatuation with the national idea is
so great and so- powerful that nothing
will destroy it.

Along the path of its development
stand the 58-year-old Vasyl Makukh,
a peasant, member of the Organization
of Ukrainian Nationalists (OUN) and
the Ukrainian Insurgent Army (UPA),
who immolated himself in Kyiv in
1968 with the exclamation: "Long live
free Ukraine!™ and the young student
Jan Palach, a Czech nationalist, who
perished in flames of his own free will
with an insurpassible exclamation: "It
is better to die in flames, than to- live
under Russian colonial yoke", Prague,
January, 1969. "Long live free Lithua-
nia!" was- shouted by the worker and
evening student Romas Kalanta in
Kaunas in 1972, while immolating him-

self as a sign of protest against the
Russian colonial slavery in his native
land. "To wait or to act"? was asked
by the Estonian intellectuals announc-
ing a march of tanks not on Prague
or Bratislava, but on Moscow and
Leningrad.

The Russian Communists have erec-
ted a monument to Pyotr Morozov in
Leningrad for denouncing his father to
the Che-Ka, while the- Occident should
not only bow its head before Yuriy
Shukhevych, a loyal son of this heroic
father, fo-r which he has been suffering
fcr decades, but his namei should be-
come- a banner for all the- young people
of the West.

He stood up for the ideals which
were always cherished by the Occi-
dent. Hence, wei call to a joint action
in defense of all fighters for national
and human rights, for freedom of
creativity, for freedom of religion, for
independence- of nations and freedom
of individuals-.

"It is better to die in flames than to
live under Russian colonial yoke!" —
this is a testament left for us by the
martyr JAN PALACH.

Central Committee of the
Anti-Bolshevik Bloc of Nations (ABN)

Russia Will Be Put on Trial

In the event of the Russian mock
trial of I. M. Svitlychnyi and his asso-
ciates, as well as of continued impri-
sonment and systematic poisoning of
Valentyn Moroz in the Vladimir pri-
son, public court proceedings will be in-
stituted against Russia thanks to- the
efforts of the legal, intellectual, eccle-
siastical and humanitarian circles in
various countries of the free world.
They will be based on he legal pre-
cedent of the Nuremberg trials, on the
UN Charter, which was signed by the
USSR, but trampled by Moscow, as
well as on the Constitution ofthe USSR
end the Ukr. SSR.
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Hon. Walter H. Judd

Our Strongest Allies

All know Communism's glowing pro-
mises. But what does it do to and for
people?

There is one sure test.

Which way does the human traffic
golon the border between a Commu-
nist and a free country?

Are people escaping over thelBerlin
Wall from West to East? Or from East
o> West?

From Florida to Cuba? Or from Cuba
tolFlorida?

From Hongkong to Communist Chi-
na? Or the reverse?

Fleeing from South Vietnamese de-
fenders to join the North Vietnamese
invaders? Or desperately seeking to
escape to- the South?

Our most important task still is edu-
cation regarding the true nature of
Communism-—uits philosophy, its goals,
its basic strategies and its skilfully de-
ceptive tactics. These and the deter-
mined dedication of its disciples are
the main reasons for its successes,
coupled with the failures to appreciate
its dangers on the part of the free peo-
ples who are its intended victims.

The most crucial reasons for these
failures, as | have observed them, are:
ignorance, wishful thinking, infiltra-
tion, pride-

Communism is said to be mellowing,
moderating, maturing, evolving. Isn't
the Soviet Union introducing some ca-
pitalist incentives? Yes, but that is not
evolution; that is reversion — rever-
sion to what Lenin had done- in his
New Economic Policy when he offered
the people land — private property —
to get their political support. Once in
control, the land was- taken away from
them.
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The USSR doesn't want to wage mi-
litary warfare if it doesn't have to. It
just wants us, free peoples, to leave
the Communist apparatus completely
alone while it is permitted, during
"peaceful coexistence”, to wage its re-
volutionary warfare against us, within
our own borders and everywhere else.

That is, when they advocate "peace-
ful coexistence"” it is to them not a de-
claration of peace, but a declaration of
their kind of war.

Brezhnev made this point crystal
clear in both his welcoming and his
farewell speeches during Castro's visit
only some months ago. He said there
must be international peace and secu-
rity — that is, peace between nations.
But, he added, "Success in this impor-
tant matter in no* way signifies a pos-
sibility of weakening the ideological
struggle. On the contrary,” he said,
"we must be prepared for intensifica-
tion of this struggle between the two-
social systems, and we have no> doubt
as to the outcome".

The friendlier attitude is because
both Peking and Moscow are in trouble.
Peking is afraid of the Soviet Union
and Russia is concerned about possible
Peking action against Siberia. Each
needs and seeks to use the US against
the other. If either can establish a link
with the US, that is bound to give the
other a pause. So why shouldn't each
appear cordial in receiving the Presi-
dent of the United States?

But there is one more component of
the total picture we must not neglect.
Our concern for the free is not enough;
we must also keep faith with the en-
slaved. We must help them become
free again-

Any proposal from whatever source

must be tested by this criterion: What
would be its probable effect on the



more than a billion people behind the
Iron and Bamboo Curtains? They ar.e
our strongest allies; they cannot be
fooled by any Communist tricks; and
they are in a position to do the enemy
great damage at the right time.

We must never do anything to de-
stroy the hope or weaken the will or
strike despair into the hearts of the
captive peoples. They cannot be ex-
pected to continue to resist the tyrants
from within if we help those tyrants
from without.

Our true hope is in the oppressed,
not in the oppressors. | believe that
you and | were bom to be free. Ifthat
is true, then solwere the Czechs, and
the Chinese, the Ukrainians and the
Koreans. If they were not bom tolbe
free, then neither were you nor I.

On April 27, 1941, Mr. Churchill went
on the air to say this to the British
people:

His Excellency

Richard M. Nixon
President of the United States

"In their mortal peril, the Greeks
turned to us for succour. Strained as
were our own resources, we could not
say no to them. By solemn guarantee
given before the war, Great Britain had
promised them her help. They declared
they would fight for their native soil
even if none of their neighbors made
common cause with them, and even if
we left them to their fate. But we could
not do that. There are rules against
that kind of thing, and to break those
rules would be fatal to the honor of the
British .empire, without which we
would neither hope nor deserve to win
this hard war."

That is true greatness. Mr. Churchill
could not save Greece but he rallied
his own people and saved England —
and much of Western civilization.

We must be as true and as steadfast
now- Military defeat is not fatal to a
great nation, moral default is.

October 20, 1972

The World Anti-Communist League representing sixty-four nations of five
continents expresses to Your Excellency its deep concern for alarming news
that by accepting different pressures you are willing to impose on the he-
roic people of South Vietnam arrangements on armed struggle in that count-
ry which would practically result in US defeat in the face of Communist
aggression along with hopeless consequences of future takeover by Commu-

nist aggressors first of South Vietnam and later of the rest of Southeast Asia.

We ask Your Excellency not to be dominated by pressures and to consi-
der above all the sacred interests of the Vietnamese people, of the American
nation and of the free world, abstaining from accepting agreements which
would mean a shameful defeat for the United States and a tragedy ior the

peoples of Indochina.

Raimundo Guerrero
Chairman of the World Anti-Communist League
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The Resiive Non-Russians

Leading figures from all the world's
other 13 Communist countries, except
for Albania and China, joined Soviet
leaders in the Kremlin's Palace of Con-
gresses on December 22, 1972, for the
celebrations of the 50th anniversary of
the founding of the Soviet Union. In
February a Soviet central committee
resolution extolled the Soviet Union as
"the most viable and perfected form of
organization for a multinational state".
But the growing unrest among the
country's non-Russians suggests that
its nationality problems are far from
solved, and could be getting worse.

On December 30, 1922, Joseph Stalin,
then Lenin's commissar for nationality
questions, proudly hailed the merger
of the Soviet republics of Russia, Bye-
lorussia, Ukraine and Transcaucasia
into a Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics as "the triumph of new Russia over
old Russia, over Russia the gendarme
of Europe, over Russia the butcher of
Asia". By an ironic coincidence, his
ailing leader, Lenin, was that very day
complaining in an official note about
the suppression of the independent so-
cialist government in Georgia. That,
had been carried out earlier in the
year by Stalin, a native son of Geor-
gia but by 1922, in Lenin's bitter words,
one of those "russified people”™ who'
"always overshoot themselves in the
matter of the true Russian disposition".

But even before that, when Lenin
himself was still well and in control,
the government in Moscow had sup-
pressed the "national liberation™ move-
ments of such non-Russian peoples as
the UKkrainians, the Tartars, the Ar-
menians and others, many of whom
had originally supported the Bolsher
viks because of their opposition to the
tsars' policy of systematic russification
of their non-Russian subjects. Stalin
saw himself very much as the heir of
theltsars. By the time of his death in
1953, all their former subjects except
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the Finns and Poles had been brought
back under Moscow's centralized rule.
But this was done without upsetting
the formal federal structure of the So-
viet Union, and it was done under a
"liberal™ new constitution adopted at
the height of Stalin's great purges in
1936.

That constitution is still in force to-
day. Under it, the Soviet Union is di-
vided into 15 "union" republics, each
of which is at least ostensibly identi-
fied with a nationality — the Russians,
the Ukrainians, the Uzbeks and so on.
There are 16 "autonomous" republics
which are dotted about on the territo-
ry of the biggest, Russian republic,
which extends from Kaliningrad in the
west tolVladivostok in the far east.
There are also a number of small auto-
nomous regions. The "union" republics
have their own governments, legisla-
tures and Communist parties. They
have, in outward form, the right to
their own armed forces and diplomatic
relations with foreign states- (Two of
them, Byelorussia and Ukraine, have
been members of the United Na-
tions since 1945.) Under Article 17 of
the 1936 constitution, these republics
even have the right to secede from the
Soviet Union.

This federal structure, like the whole
formal political structure in the Soviet
Union, is a gigantic piece of window-
dressing. Political decisions are taken by
the leaders in Moscow without any re-
ference tolany of these federal institu-
tions- It is hardly an (exaggeration to>
say that a county council in Britain has
more real autonomy than the supposed-
ly sovereign Soviet republics.

But why should it matter, in acountry
so lacking in even the most basic poli-
tical rights, whether somebody is un-
free merely as a Soviet citizen or, on
top of that, unfree also as a Latvian, a
Ukrainian, a Jew or a Tartar? Appa-
rently it matters a good deal. The per-



sistence and the growth of nationalist
dissent among the Soviet Union's non-
Russians show that Lenin and other
Marxist prophets were wrong when
they predicted that national feelings
would wither away under Communism.
It may be that such feelings help to fill
the vacuum left by the declining attrac-
tiveness of the official Communist ideo-
logy. Even more important, nationalism
becomes a vehicle for expressing a de-
sire for more freedom and for venti-
lating various (not always nationalist)
grievances against the remote, unre-
sponsive government in Moscow. Mos-
cow's support of "national liberation"
movements in Asia and Africa has also
acted as a spur to non-Russians inside
the Soviet Union.

Where is most of this sense of na-
tionalism to be found? Ukraine has the
largest non-Russian population in the
Soviet Union — more than 40m — and
is by far the most important centre of
nationalist agitation, which comes from
the fear of assimilation by the Ukrain-
ians' Slav cousins, the more than three
times more numerous Russians. After
Stalin's death, hopes for a more liberal
policy in Ukraine were disappointed.
In the late 1950s many Ukrainians were
alarmed by Mr. Khrushchev's plans for
a gradual "coming together" and even
"merging"” of the nations of the Soviet
Union. The new policy was embodied
in the programme which was adopted
at the 22nd party congress in 1961,
which predicted a rapidly diminishing
significance of the boundaries between
the republics and even the achievement
of "complete unity” among the nations
of the USSR.

There was a brief period of relaxa-
tion after Mr. Khrushchev's fall in 1964,
followed by another crackdown on U-
krainian intellectuals in 1966 and 1967.
A number of leading intellectuals, some
of them party members who demanded
more teaching of the Ukrainian lan-
guage and history, were sent to prison
camps- There have been more arrests
this year; some hundreds of alleged

Ukrainian nationalists were reported
to have been arrested in January and
May. The demotion in May of the U-
krainian party secretary, Pyotr Shelest,
was probably a punishment for his fai-
lure' to deal with the nationalist agita-
tion.

The three small Baltic republics,
Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania (total po-
pulation 7 million), are in a special ca-
tegory. They were independent from
1918 to 1940 but were occupied by the
Soviet army in 1940 and incorporated
intolthe Soviet Union after the second
world war, when large numbers of their
people were deported. But by the 1960s
the arrival of substantial forces of Rus-
sian immigrants led to changes in the
party leaderships in Latvia and Estonia.
Latvian dissidents complain that the
proportion of Latvians in the popula-
tion of their republic has dropped from.
62 per cent in 1959 to 57 per cent in
1970; the proportions are similar in
Estonia. This year the centre of dis-
sidence moved to predominantly Ro-
man Catholic Lithuania, where ayoung
protester burned himself to death in
May. This was followed by riots in
Kaunas and two more instances of self-
immolation.

Stalin's home republic of Georgia has
been involved this year in a series of
political upheavals whose climax was
the sacking of the party secretary. V.
P. Mzhavanadze, in October. The purge
was set off by the publication of a book
praising the work of the socialist go-
vernment of independent Georgia be-
fore it was overthrown by Stalin in
1922. There is plainly a resurgent sense
of nationalism in what has always been
one of the most independent-minded
of Soviet republics.

Elsewhere, too, there are continuing
signs of dissent. The Crimean Tartars,
whom Stalin brutally deported to Uz-
bekistan because some of them had
collaborated with the Germans during
the second world war, are still asking
for permission to return. Even the
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Meshkethians, a small Moslem people
who suffered a similar fate during the
war, have started campaigning for per-
mission to emigrate to Turkey, whose
language resembles theirs.

A lot of the new pressure for past
injustices to be remedied has probably
been inspired by the relative success
of the Jewish campaign for free emigra-
tion to Israel, and by the Soviet go-
vernment's decision to allow 3,000 eth-
nic Germans (out of a total of I-2m) to
go to West Germany. The 2.5m Jews
and 1.2m Germans who remain in the
Soviet Union are no doubt a continuing
source of worry for the Soviet leaders.
But the problem of what to do with the
other discontented nationalities is far
worse. The Soviet leaders may be
tempted to apply to them too the poli-
cy of selective emigration and expul-
sion that, they have been using with
some success on the Jews and the li-
beral intellectuals of Moscow. But
where would exiled Ukrainians or Tar-
tars or Balts go? And what would the
effect of further emigration be on those
who stay?

The unrest among non-Russians has
the makings of a real crisis. To give
the republics and autonomous areas
some real power is not on the cards:
it would dilute the central Communist
party's monopoly of power and be a
step towards the political pluralism the
Soviet leaders abhor. Open and harsh
repression, on the other hand, could
create martyrs; it could widen public
sympathy for the nationalists; it could
alienate whole regions of the country.
Stalin's purges in the 1930s created
great numbers of disaffected people
who were ready to welcome any for-
eigh enemy provided he was also the
enemy of their persecutors. Many U-
krainians and Balts (and even Russians)
welcomed the Germans in 1941 not out
of any affection for Germany but be-
cause they hated Stalin's policies.

The thought that China may now be
intriguing with disaffected nationalists
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in Ukraine is plainly worrying the So-
viet government. But its concern must
be greatest for the central Asian re-
publics such as Kazakhstan, Tadzhiki-
stan and Kirgizia. These places have so
far seen the least nationalist dissidence,
and have benefited most from the So-
viet policy of industrialization. Butthey
have a major problem in the high birth-
rate of the local Asian peoples, which
means that the Russians are rapidly
losing the numerical preponderance
they have enjoyed in much of Soviet
central Asia. In the near future: they
may even find themselves under pres-
sure to give up some of the positions
they hold there as the local Kazakhs,
Tadzhiks, Uzbeks and others start leav-
ing the over-populated countryside and
looking for jobs in the cities. To' avoid
racial conflict in these strategically im-
portant areas near the Chinese border
the Moscow government may even
have to allow these Asians to emigrate
to labour-scarce areas in European Rus-
sia — which could cause racial tension
there. The Moslem peoples are probab-
ly going to number 50m, up to a fifth
of the Soviet Union's total population,
by 1980, while the proportion of Rus-
sians, who still formed a majority in
1970, is steadily declining, and has just
probably fallen below the half-way
mark-

The Soviet leaders do not want an
outbreak of racial tension between
their own "white" and "coloured" peo-
ples in areas close to the Chinese bor-
der. But the growth of nationalism will
be used by Soviet hardliners as an ar-
gument against, the sort of political and
economic reform that could keep the
racial problem under control. The sense
of insecurity felt by many Russians be-
cause of their declining share in the
total population could well strengthen
the hardliners. So the growth of the
spirit of liberation nationalism of the
subjugated nations is likely to go on as
the Soviet Union enters its second 50
years.

(The Economist, Dec. 23, 1972)



AF-ABN Protest on the Occasion of the
50th Anniversary of the USSR

A mass protest action was organized
in New York by the American Friends
of ABN on the occasion of the 50th an-
niversary of the founding of the USSR.

On behalf of all the captive nations,
the AF-ABN sent an open letter to Pre-
sident Nixon. The letter was also sent
to> all US senators, congressmen, go-
vernors and high government officials.

On December 29, 1972, Bulgarians,
Byelorussians, Cossacks, Rumanians,
Germans and Ukrainians distributed
over 20,000 copies of the above letter
in thei streets of New York. On Decem-
ber 30th, the day when this anniversa-
ry was being celebrated in Moscow, an
impressive motorcade made up of cars
of Ukrainians, Bulgarians, Rumanians,
Cubans, Germans, Slovaks, Cossacks
and other nationalities passed through
the streets of New York City in pro-
test- The motorcade stopped in four
places crowded with thousands of peo-
ple and speeches were delivered
through a loud-speaker.

After the demonstration, a lunch was
served to all the participants by the
Ukrainian Women's Association. Mr.
Leo Borscz, Chaiman of the AF-ABN
Ukrainian Division, made the opening
remarks. Dr. lvan Docheff, Chairman of
AF-ABN, then addressed the' gathering.
Mr. Aristide Nicolaie (Rumania) and
Mr. Mario Aquilera (Cuba) spoke brief-
ly. Prof. lvan Wowchuk (Ukraine) der
livered the concluding speech.

From an Open Letter
to President Nixon

"The Russian tsarist empire had do-
minated, oppressed and exploited ma-
ny non-Russian nations until its de-
struction in February 1917 when these
nations revolted and started tolestab-
lish their own national, free, indepen-
dent and democratic republics...

"The emerging freedom for the non-
Russian republics of the former tsarist

empire did not fit the blueprint of the
Russian Communist rulers. Therefore,
through direct military invasion by the
Red Army, the Russian Communists
occupied all the newly independent re-
publics except Finland, the Baltic states
and Poland.

"It took the Moscow government
about five years to conquer and occu-
py these republics. Some of them were

completely liquidated — such as the
Cossack Republic — and others were
transformed into Soviet Socialist Re-

publics with selected obedient govern-
ments that included Russian members.

"Then, on October 6, 1922, the ses-
sion of the Central Committee of the
Russian Communist Party (Bolsheviks)
adopted Lenin's draft to create the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
(USSR). On December 30, 1922, the
Moscow government, using its own ap-
pointed delegates from the four Soviet
Republics of Russia, Byelorussia, Trans-
caucasia, and Ukraine, formally pro-
claimed the founding of the USSR.

"The voices of all non-Russian na-
tions were omitted — their will was
suppressed and their right for self-de-
termination was brutally destroyed.
The 'Prison of Nations' which Lenin
denounced during the tsarist regime
was re-established under the Russian
Communist dictatorship following the
December 30, 1922 proclamation.”

The letter goes on to' mention fur-
ther Russian conquests during and af-
ter World War Il in Europe (the Baltic
states, Poland, East Germany, Czechia,
Slovakia, Bulgaria, Rumania, Hungary,
etc.) and Asia, as well as the .economic
aid of the West to' the USSR.

"Terror, torture, murder, genocide,
forced famine, slave labor, concentra-
tion camps, denial and suppression of
the basic human rights, mass deporta-
tions, mass killings, systematic destruc-
tion of faith in God, systematic Russi-
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fication of all non-kussian nationalities
within the USSR, and many other
methods are the tools which have been
used to this very day by the Russian
Communist regime to' insure its domi-
nation. Millions and millions of inno-
cent people were murdered —e young
and old, men and women, learned and
illiterate — without distinction for
creed, race, social status, or national
origin. The mass graves of Katyn, Vyn-
nitsia, VyaLeyka and others are silent
testimony.m And we cannot think of
a more infamous act of help Lo the So-
viet Union than the forced repatriation
of over five million refugees of various
nationalities tolthe USSR in 1945 and
46 — and the horrible 'Operation Keel-
haul'.

"The Red leaders have achieved
through treaties and agreements with
the Western Powers a recognition and
approval of their brutal conquests —
approval of their bloody crushing of
the various freedom fighting forces
within their empire- approval of their

suppression of religion, political activi-
ties and dissent; approval of their sub-
version and even aggression within the
free countries throughout the world...

"The greatest desire and struggle of
the nations within the USSR is to be-
come free and independent.. .

"Mr. President, we ask you to help
all captive nations in their struggle for
liberation and restoration of their na-
tional sovereignty."

The letter was signed by Dr. lvan
Docheff (Bulgaria), National Chairman
of AF-ABN, Dr. Stepan I-lalamay (U-
kraine), John Kosiak (Byelorussia), Ed-
ward Derrik (Estonia), Col. Nicolas Na-
zarenko (Cossackia), Aristide Nicolaie
(Rumania), Charles Andreanszky (Hun-
gary), Dr- George Young (China), Ma-
rio Aquilera (Cuba), Erich Jenssen
(Germany), Anthony Nosich (Croatia),
Capt. Arslan Bek (North Caucasus),
Ilvan Samel (Slovakia), Helen Kolbert
(Lithuania) and Vera Michael (Ameri-
can Friends).

Toronto, Canada, November 11, 1972

Mr. Avraam Shifrin, a long-time prisoner of the Russian concentration camps, speaking
during a demonstration in defense of Yuriy Shukhevych.
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From Letters to ABN

We now live in an hour oi the grea est contusion and danger in the history
of mankind. It is our belief that the greatest cause of this chaotic situation
stems from Communist ideology. Because of the ignorance of the people
and the failure of leaders in free nations to make people understand the
fallacy of Communism, the world has been gravely disturbed with hatred,
violence and subversive activities by Communists. As a result, one-third of
the world is under Communist subjugation and freedom in other countries
is also gravely threatened. It is the most pressing necessity of our time to
take counter-measures against direct and indirect aggression . ..

The International Federation for Victory over Communism (1FVC) was or-
ganized to meet this urgent need. Since its establishment, the IFVC has been
making various kinds of activities with energy and passion ...

The IFVC is now considered as one of the most powerful international or-
ganizations in Japan dedicated to the cause of freedom and justice as ever
against Communism. The IFVC has a powerful ideological weapon called the
"Theory of Victory-over-Communism", which is a synthetic philosophy of
politics, economics, history, ethics and religion. It is a complete answer to
the Communist theory of Marxism-Leninism.

Everybody can become a freedom-fighter once he learns this Theory of
Victory over Communism. Therefore, the purpose of the IFVC is not simply
to object to Communism, but torepresent positive and moral ideology and per-
suade all people to join in realizing on earth a just and lasting peace, based
on love and freedom for all mankind and independence for all nations ...

Sincerely vyours,

Osami Kuboki, President
International Federation for
Victory over Communism

Freedom for the Baltic States: Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania!

Please do your utmost to help to restore independence to the Baltic States
and freedom to the Baltic Peoples. The case of the armed Soviet Russian oc-
cupation and incorporation of the Baltic States into the Soviet Union must
be brought before the United Nations and the attention of the world must be
directed to the denial of the right of self-determination to the peoples of
Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania.

(The Baltic States commemorate the 55th anniversary of their independence
(1918-1973) in 1973: Lithuania on February 16th, Estonia on February 24th
and Latvia on November 18th. These three Baltic States fought their War of
Liberation against invading Soviet Russia's Army from 1918 till 1920 when
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a peace treaty betxven the Baltic States and Soviet

Russia was concluded.

After 22 years of independence and liberty, the Baltic States were again in-

vaded by the\Russians in June, 1940 and

Union.

forcibly incorporated into the Soviet

Many thousands of Estonians, Latvians and Lithuanians wore mudered,

deported or imprisoned by the Russian regime of the Soviet Union during the

occupation which continues until

today. (There was an intervening break in

the Soviet Russian occupation of the Baltic States during the time of German
occupation 1941 - 1944/45.) Genocide of the Baltic Peoples is the grisly goal

of the Soviet Union.

,,Crackdown

In an article entitled "Crackdown on
Dissent", the Time magazine of Decem-
ber 18, 1972 wrote the following about
repressive measures in Ukraine:

“e.. From Ukraine where more than
100 intellectuals have been arrested
since last January (1972), the Chronicle
reported the trial of eleven members
of the Movement for Ukrainian Na-
tional Rights, a moderate group devot-
ed to Ukrainian civil rights. Charged
with disseminating "anti-Soviet" pro-
paganda, the defendants were sent-
enced to an average of ten years' hard
labor and exile. Among those convict-

V. Grundmanis

on Dissent"

ed was Dahylo Shumuk, 58, who had
previously spent 28 years in prisons
and camps — in prewar Poland for be-
ing a Communist, under Nazi occupa-
tion for the same reason, and under the
Soviet government for "Ukrainian na-
tionalism". After his release in 1967,
Shumuk wrote his memoirs of prison
life and apparently circulated the work
of Yugoslav Writer Milovan Djilas
(The New Class), for which he has
been sentenced to an additional 15
years. His wife has been arrested and
his two-year-old son placed in an or-
phanage.

NOTICE

We hereby bring to your attention that Mr- Yaroslav Shevchuk is the

Chief Representative of the Financial

Committee of ABN in the U.S.A-

Department of the Central

Mr. Ya. Shevchuk is authorized to collect debts owed to ABN. We,
therefore, kindly request your cooperation in this respect.

Please contact him at the following address:

Mr. Yaroslav Shevchuk
3438 Heresford Drive
Parma, Ohio 44134

U.S.A.

Financial Department of the Central
Committee of ABN in Munich
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News and Views

Communist Governments Exploit
Human Misery

In the numerous news reports, co-
lumns and editorials, the newspapers of
the West continuously and subjectively
imply that the administrative ransom-
exit decree "recently" adopted by the
Russian Communist government ap-
plies only to educated Jews seeking
to emigrate from the Soviet Union to
settle in Israel. Actually it is an old
decree practiced since Stalin's time (in
the early 1930s Moscow openly offered
to sell exit passports to Soviet citizens
for foreign currency). It applies to
members of all nationalities of the
USSR and not exclusively to the edu-
cated but to all strata of Soviet socie-
ty, and has been in use in all Commu-
nist countries for a long time.

In a dispatch from Moscow, dated
October 9, 1972, under the heading
"Soviet Fee Blocks Exit of Non-Jews",
the Washington Post said the follow-
ing: "Two Canadian-born UKkrainians
seeking to return to the land of their
birth have been told they are subject
to the new Soviet education tax on
emigrants to the West, according to
informed sources here.

"They are Eugene Lenko, 34, and
Mrs. Demidenko, 33, of Kyiv, who to-
gether with their Soviet spouses staged
a sit-in protest at the Canadian embas-
sy here in August in support of their
bid to emigrate-

"The source said they had planned to
come to Moscow during the weekend
to ask the embassy for a loan to help
pay the education tax, but they were
detained for four hours by Kyiv police,
who confiscated their identity papers.

"They have received no indication
whether their applications for exit per-
mits will be granted, the sources said.
They were, however, told that they
and their spouses would each have to

pay 6,800 rubles — $ 8,160 at the offi-
cial rate — for education they have re-
ceived in the Soviet Union.

"It is the first time a non-Jew s
known to have been told he is liable
for the education tax.

"The parents of Lenko and Mrs. De-
midenko brought them to Ukraine 16
years ago. They have been trying for
two years to get exit visas."

On February 21, 1968, the Washing-
ton Post carried a report by Charles
Foley of the London Observer concern-
ing the secret traffic in refugees which
has enriched the coffers of the East Euro-
pean Communist countries by several
hundred million dollars. Communist
Rumania, the country considered by
the US "Soviet experts" as the most
"progressive" of the Russian satellites
and closest to the West, is in the fore-
front having grossed an estimated
S 250,000,000 by selling her unwanted
human cargo.

The closed conference room has re-
placed the slave block and the secret
barter of humans is engaged in, di-
rectly, by the Communist governments
and Western agencies. Ransoms range
from $ 7,000 upwards depending on
the individual's profession, age, ability,
etc. The greatest number of people to
be ransomed by Western agencies,
according to’ Mr. Foley, are Jews who
are sent to Israel while other na-
tionals, mostly Ukrainians, Lithuanians
and Armenians are usually taken to
America. This lucrative trade in hu-
mans is only one phase of the wide-
spread exploitation of ‘human misery
by Communist governments.

The only thing new in the Kremlin
visa ransom is a higher price scale and
that the decree is now officially "rati-
fied" by the Supreme Soviet. Since the
U.N. Human Rights Commission is si-
lent on the violation of human rights

41



by Moscow and sine© the US govern-
ment is more interested in the trade
status and "detente" with Moscow, it
would be well for the Western press to
focus objectively on this blackmail-
and-ransom indignity imposed by the
Kremlin leaders. V.Y. Mayewsky

Protest by Ukrainians from Boston
and Hartford

An exhibit, "Soviet Union: Arts and
Crafts in Ancient Times and Today",
was on display at the Boston Museum
of Fine Arts from August 4th to Sep-
tember 3rd, 1972. Many of the items in
the collection were falsely identified
with the Russians taking credit for the
works of artists of other nationalities
of the Soviet Union or were left un-
identified. This was particularly true
of the Ukrainian articles- For this rea-
son, the Ukrainian communities of Bos-
ton, Mass, and Hartford, Conn, staged
two protest demonstrations on August
6th and 26th respectively to call the
attention of the public to these misre-
presentations.

In the course of the second demon-
stration a letter was handed to the mu-
seum's director calling his attention to
the false identification of articles in the
exhibitwhich "is an example of the tech-
niques used by Russia to conceal the
true identity of the contributions of the
artists in those nations enslaved by
her," and additional literature was pro-
vided. The letter was signed by John
Woloschuk, Vice President of the U-
rainian Congress Committee of Ame-
rica, Boston Chapter; Orest Szczudluk,
Ukrainian Branch of American Friends
of the Anti-Bolshevik Bloc of Nations;
and Mrs. Sophie Radio, the Women's
Association for the Defense of Four
Freedoms for Ukraine, Hartford.

Subsequently, the above letter was
forwarded by the museum to the: De-
partment of State in Washington.

During both demonstrations leaflets
demanding freedom for Ukrainian in-
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tellectuals were distributed and reports
on them were carried on T.V. in the
evening news.

Communism Incompatible
with Islam

On July 19, 1972, a resolution was
enacted by the Central Committee of
the Arab Socialist Union of Egypt to
dismiss the Russian Military advisors
from Egypt. The number of the advisors
was estimated to be between 10,000
and 20,000.

Egypt's relations with the Soviet
Union started in 1956 when the USA
stopped financing the Aswan Dam. The
Egyptian president found himself ob-
liged to' look for other resources. Rus-
sia was the only one available at that
time.

By the agreement signed between.
Russia and Egypt for the construction
of the Aswan Dam, the Middle East
was opened for Russia. Syria, Iraq, Su-
dan and South Yemen were invaded
by Communism.

However, in 1971, Sudan discovered
a military coup arranged by the Rus-
sians, and an immediate action took
place to dismiss all the Russians from
Sudan. The Communist Sudanese lead-
ers were dismissed from key positions.

The withdrawal of Russian military
advisors from Egypt is the first step
for a thorough withdrawal from Egypt,
and gradually from the Arab world and
the Middle East.

Communism will never find a fa-
vorable atmosphere in the Moslem
world, since it is a doctrine destructive
of all religions and noble principles.

Saudi Arabia, the original home of
Islam, is religiously immune to' Com-
munism and all other destructive doc-
trines. This' is illustrated by the fact
that no relations have taken place be-
tween Saudi Arabia and any country
of the Communist world, neither admit-
tance, nor political representation. This
is its policy from the beginning and
will continue for the future.
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c~rurtH VIKIw Itk O tThm

Arrests and Sentencing of Ukrainian Intellectuals

Three Ukrainian intellectuals, all
from the group arrested last January
by the KGB (Soviet Secret Police), were
sentenced to long terms of imprison-
ment and exile at a trial in Lviv last
July.

Iryna Stasiv-Kalynets, Stephania Sha-
balura and Ivan Hel were tried on
charges of "anti-Soviet agitation and
propaganda” and meted out heavy
sentences under Article 62 of the Ukr.
SSR Criminal Code.

Iryna Stasiv-Kalynets, the 32-year-
old poetess, was sentenced to six years
of imprisonment and three years of ex-
ile-

Stephania Shabatura, the 34-year-old
artist in carpet designing, received a
five-year prison term and three years
of exile.

Ilvan Hel, who was previously ar-
rested in 1965 and sentenced to three
years at hard labor in 1966, was now
sentenced to 10 years of imprisonment
and five years of exile. (The maximum
penalty under Article 62 of CC Ukr.
SSR is seven years of imprisonment
and five years of exile.)

Hel has been working as a welder
while attending evening classes in his-
tory at the Lviv University. Because
of previous arrest, his sentence ex-
ceeds the maximum penalty.

At the same time, it was reported
that Ihor Kalynets, 34, the husband of
Iryna Stasiv-Kalynets and one of the
brightest and most popular Ukrainian
poets of the younger generation was
arrested in Lviv on August 11, 1972
Also arrested was lvan Hel's sister.

It has been reported from Ukraine
that in September 1972 the poet Vasyl
Stus has been convicted in Kyiv on

the basis of Article 187-1 of the Crimi-
nal Code of the Ukr. SSR to five years
in prison and three years of exile. Ap-
proximately at the same time, the writ-
er Mykhaylo Osadchyi has been sent-
enced in Lviv to seven years of impri-
sonment and 3 years of exile. He was
tried according to Article 62 of the Cri-
minal Code of the Ukr. SSR.

Vasyl Stus, a poet and literary critic,
was born in 1938 in the Vinnytsya re-
gion. He studied pedagogics. In 1963
his works began to be published in
Kyiv periodicals. In 1965 he did re-
search work at the Institute of Litera-
ture of the Academy of Sciences of the
Ukr. SSR. He wrote letters in defense
of those repressed and arrested. In De-
cember 1970, he delivered a eulogy at
the funeral of Alla Horska, a Ukrainian
artist who is believed to have been
murdered by the KGB- A collection of
poetryby V. Stus "Zymovidereva" (Win-
ter Trees) was published in Brussels by
the "Literature and Art" Publishers.

Mykhaylo Osadchyi, a writer and
lecturer, was bom in 1936 in the Sumy
region. He graduated from the Faculty
of Journalism of the Lviv University,
where he later became a lecturer. He
was first sentenced in 1966 to two
years of imprisonment. He served his
sentence in Mordovia, returning to
Lviv in 1968. He is married and the
father of two children.

Osadchyi is the author of the collec-
tion of poetry "Misyachne pole” (Moon
field) which was destroyed immediate-
ly after its publication by the "Kame-
nyar" Publishers for ideological rea-
sons- The essay "Bilmo" (Cataract), the
authorship of which is attributed to
Osadchyi was published in the West
in several editions. At his trial in Lviv,
the investigators were unable to prove
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that Osadchyi was the author of the
said work. Therefore, he was tried
only for poems of "anti-Soviet charac-
ter", which were allegedly found in his
home during a search.

According to reports from Ukraine,
all trials held in 1972 were conducted
in secret and in most cases not even
the closest relatives were admitted to
them. All those convicted prior to- Oc-
tober are said to be still in Ukraine.

Terror Victims in Ukraine

The trial of 58-years-old Danylo Shu
muk began in Kyiv on July 5, 1972, and
in the sentence, he was condemned to-
10 years of imprisonment of most se-
vere regime in concentration camps
and 5 years of exile. For Danylo Shu-
muk it is already his fourth conviction.
Up to- now he already spent 27 years in
Polish and Soviet Russian prisons and
concentration camps.

Born in Halychyna, Danylo Shumuk
was formerly a member of the Com-
munist Party of Western Ukraine and
spent 7 years in prisons as a prisoner
of the Polish Defense. Liberated during
the Second World War, he served in
the Red Army and, becoming prisoner
in 1942, he escaped and got in touch
with the Ukrainian Underground Move-
ment. In 1945, Shumuk was arrested by
the KGB and sentenced to 10 years of
imprisonment in Soviet concentration
camps. Released in 1956, he lived in
Dnipropetrovsk but was arrested again
in 1957 and, after refusing to be an in-
former among the political prisoners
as was proposed to him by Major
Svedlov of the KGB, Danylo Shumuk
was once more sentenced to 10 years
of jail- After the completion of that
sentence, he had difficulties in obtain-
ing a residence permit in Kyiv but fi-
nally received it and, in 1969, he mar-
ried Nadia Svitlychnyi and they had a
son named Yarema.

In his actual trial, D. Shumuk was
charged under Article 62 of the Cri-
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minal Code of the Ukrainian S.S.R. as
being the author of an extensive work
about Stalin's concentration camps
during and after the Second World
War, in which he underlines the wide-
spread persecutions and the hardships
of life in those camps.

His trial was the first of a series to
come for those arrested of the so-called
Kyiv group. It was followed by the
trials of Oleksander Serhiyenko, a tea-
cher, arrested on January 12, 1972,
and Volodymyr Rohynskyi also arrest-
ed in January 1972. Both were- sent-
enced to 7 years of imprisonment of
most severe regime in concentration
camps and 3 years of exile.

In lvano-Frankivsk, a young poet,
Taras Melnychuk, was sentenced to 3
years of imprisonment. He published
his works in literary newspapers and
journals in Kyiv and Lviv. Also in lva-
no-Frankivsk, a priest of Kosmach,
Vasyl Romanyuk, was sentenced to 7
years of imprisonment and 3 years of
exile.

The "Chronicle of Current Events",
No. 20, reports that some of the ar-
rested Ukrainian intellectuals and ar-
tists were confined to mental hospitals.
Vasyl Stus, poet and literary critic, au-
thor of a collection of poems called
"Winter Tress" well known in the
West, has been confined to the Pavlov-
sky mental clinic of Kyiv and Anatoliy
Lupynis, also- a poet, to the Dnipropet-
rovsk mental clinic.

A subsequent wave of arrests is
sweeping across Ukraine which began
in mid-August, 1972. It is linked to the
appearance and further dissemination
of Ukrainian underground publications,
the so-called samvydav. Hundreds of
persons from various walks of life
within the Ukrainian community are
summoned for questioning by the KGB
organs and detained for several days.
The homes of many individuals, in par-
ticular students-, are searched several
times in an attempt to- find the mate-
rials of Ukrainian samvydav, and peo



pie who have prepared the 6th issue
of the Ukrainskyi Visnyk.

In Kyiv, mostly young people who
just happened to pass near one of the
Kyiv jails are detained very often. The
agents of the KGB make this quite
openly so as to intimidate the national-
ly conscious youth or sympathizers of
the liberation movement. One of the
Kyiv writers said: "Ukraine has not
known such KGB violence since the
Stalinist times ... What a high price in
victims must a nation pay in order to
survive the hard times..."

Reports penetrating from the Kyiv
and Lviv prisons speak about the ap-
plication of tortures and beating of pri-
soners in order to force statements of
repentance or testimony required by the
KGB from them. Renowned for his
cruelty in the application of Stalinist
methods is KGB major Halskyi, who
writes under the pseudonym Klym
Dmytruk. Halskyi specilizes in interro-
gating Ukrainian prisoners.

19-year-old Lidiya Serednyak was
sentenced in Kyiv to a year of concen-
tration camp for alleged nationalist ac-
tivity. Vyacheslav Gluzman was con-
victed together with her. Both of them
are accused of "anti-Soviet agitation
and propaganda”. They are said to be
part of the group of 20 Ukrainians im-
prisoned in January 1972.

Valentyn Moroz Knifed by
Criminals in Prison

As reported by the United Press In-
ternational, Valentyn Moroz, the 36-
year-old Ukrainian historian who was
sentenced in 1970 by a Soviet Russian
court to nine years at hard labor and
five years of exile, was assaulted in
July 1972 by four inmates of the Vla-
dimir prison, east of Moscow, where
he was being kept at the time and
stabbed four times. He is said to have
been taken to the prison infirmary, his
condition unknown. The report said
that Moroz was stabbed in the stomach
by "four criminals".

There were reports last year that
Moroz was suffering from a liver ail-

ment, possibly caused by deliberate
food poisoning. There are numerous
instances where Russian authorities

have resorted to this and other me-
thods to break the individual.

Two years ago, three Ukrainian in-
tellectuals — Levko Lukyanenko, My-
khaylo Horyn and Ivan Kandyba —
appealed to the United Nations in a
letter smuggled to the West to investi-
gate food poisoning by the Russian au-
thorities, citing their own cases as well
as other instances.

There are many observers in the
West who feel that the recent assault
on Moroz was planned.

The KGB Forced to Bring V. Moroz
Back to Ukraine

At the beginning of October, the se-
riously wounded Valentyn Moroz was
transferred from the Vladimir prison
to Kyiv, where he was confined to the
prison hospital. Although the injuries
received by Moroz have not been fatal,
his life continues to be in danger.

Ukrainian Engineer Commits
Suicide

30-year-old engineer Katala commit-
ted suicide in Lviv as a sign of protest
against the arrests and repressions by
the Russians in Ukraine-

Katala was bom in 1942. He was a
close friend of Stephania Shabatura.
After her arrest, he was summoned for
interrogation and urged to give false
testimony against S. Shabatura, to de-
nounce his acquaintance and friendship
with her and to testify against her in
court. Being under constant moral pres-
sure, Katala feared that he can break
down under the influence of psycholo-
gical tortures and testify against his
friends.

According to reports, Katala was
summoned to the Lviv prison on May
28, 1972 for a subsequent interrogation.
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He was questioned in the women's
wing of the prison where an eye to
eye encounter with Stephania Shaba-
tura was to have been arranged for
him. While being questioned, he dash-
ed out of the room of the interrogator,
found himself in the corridor and with
shouts of protest thrust a concealed
pair of scissors into his heart. He was
dead by the time the KGB officers
caught up with him.

Fearing that the news of Katala's sui-
cide will spread and cause disturbances
in the city at the very time of US Pre-
sident Nixon's visit to Kyiv, the KGB
intensified security around the entire
prison, suspended all visits and in the
night of 28/29th May buried Katala's
body in an unknown place without
even notifying his closest relatives a-
bout it.

Ukrainian Teacher Terrorized

Bohdan Keyvan, a resident of Kuty
in the Kosiv region of Ukraine, was
sentenced in 1970 to a year of forced
labor.

B. Keyvan was a teacher of the Eng-
lish language at the Kuty secondary
school. He was dismissed from work
and deprived of the right to teach by
the decision of the court based on to-
tally illegal grounds, namely that Key-
van's father had been a "kulak" at one
time, that his father still has an "un-
healthy" attitude and so forth.

Being an expert in the English lan-
guage, B. Keyvan subsequently earned
his living by private lessons and lived
together with his father- He was found
guilty of "idleness".

Punished for a Ukrainian Slogan

Zhytomyr. — The home of pensioner
Karpo Yavir, whose son Mykola is a
student of the Kyiv University, was
searched and the entire library con-
fiscated because some books contained
an ex-libris with the inscription: “U-
kraine has not perished yet". (The
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words of the Ukrainian national an-

them — transl.)

Expelled from the Writers'
Union of Ukraine

As reported by Literatuma Ukraina
of October 20, 1972, at the meeting of
the Executive Board of the Kyiv Writ-
ers' Union of Ukraine, chaired by Yu-
riy Zbanatskyi, which was held in mid-
October, aside from obvious "short-
comings" in the activity of members
of the said Union "the case of V. Za-
kharchenko, a prosaist from Cherkasy,
was considered. V.Il. Zakharchenko
was excluded from membership in the
Union for anti-social conduct, which
contradicts the Charter of the Writers'
Union and is incompatible with member-
ship in the writers' organization."”

No concrete reasons for expulsion
were provided. Atonetime the Ukrain-
ian underground publication Ukrain-
skyi Visnyk wrote about repressions
against Vasyl Zakharchenko. At the
time of his journalistic work in Do-
netsk, his apartment was searched on
June 8, 1970 in connection with the
case of lvan Suk, a lecturer at the Me-
dical Institute, as the result of which
an unfinished manuscript of a novel,
private letters, notes and books were
confiscated- Having moved to Cher-
kasy, V. Zakharchenko was dismissed
from work in the editorial office of
Molod Cherkashchyny (The Youth of
the Cherkasy Region). When upon the
assignment of the WUU he travelled
to Donbas for appearances before the
workers, his trip was interrupted upon
instructions of the Donetsk Oblast
Committee of the Party, allegedly be-
cause the miners were indignant that
the speaks "in Ukrainian, a language
not understood by them". For a biting
remark on this occasion, expressed by
V. Zakharchenko to a KGB agent as-
signed to him, he was dismissed from
work. Vasyl Stus, a specialist of lite-
rature recently sentenced to five years
of imprisonment and three years of ex-



ile, wrote a protest letter in the case
of I. Suk and V. Zakharchenko to the
Head of the Supreme Soviet of the U-
krainian SSR, O. Lyashko, and the Sec-
retary of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of Ukraine, F. Ovcha-
renko.

Vasyl Zakharchenko was born in
1936 in Hutyrivka, a small settlement
near Poltava. In 1958 he finished the
Faculty of Journalism at the Kyiv Uni-
versity and worked for the press. His
short stories "Spivuchyi korin" (Sing-
ing root) (1964), "Tramvay o shostiy
hodyni vechora" (Trolley at 6 p.m.)
(1966) and "Stezhka" (Trail) (1968) ap-
peared as separate books.

Unrest in Ukraine

Over 10,000 people took part in dis-
turbances in Dniprodzerzhynsk (Ka-
myans'ke, Dnipropetrovs'’k region);
damaged the KGB and Ministry of State
Security buildings; destroyed all the
political documents, passports and ci-
tizens' personal data; smashed win-
dows; broke doors and tore down por-
traits of Brezhnev, Lenin and other So-
viet leaders, killing one KGB agent.
Other groups of demonstrators destroy-
ed the buildings that housed the regio-
nal administrative, party and military
(including the Komsomol) bodies-

The riots in Dniprodzerzhynsk on 25
and 26 June involved between 10,000
and 12,000 people, half of whom were
young people and women. The emits
of the KGB opened fire, killing 10 peo-
ple and injuring hundreds of others.
One Ukrainian died in the fire at the
KGB building. Several of the KGB
agents and military police also died in
a similar manner, while about 50 were
injured.

The trouble began with the arrests
of several youths who- teased one of the
soldiers as being identified with the
Russian occupation of the Ukraine. The
Russians used everything they had a-
gainst the demonstrators — the local
military garrison, units of the KGB and

the fire brigades. Within two days,
nine buildings were either destroyed
or damaged. Many people were arrest-
ed afterwards.

On 19 September, 1972, in Dnipro-
petrovsk a large-scale strike broke out
among the workers and the population
which gathered in masses and sur-
rounded the headquarters of the re-
gional Communist Party, protesting and
demanding a higher standard of living
and more national freedom. The re-
gional Communist Party called out mi-
litary and police units which opened
fire on the demonstrators.

During 1 May parade in Lviv, some-
one blocked the sewers. Allthe sewage
came into the streets just arround the
main platform and along the streets,
which were full of people.

In several towns and cities in W est-
ern Ukraine have appeared carvings
of Ukrainian national emblems —
Tryzub. They were carved inthe stones
and bridges in such a way that it was
difficult for the authorities to remove
them. These emblems appeared in Lviv,
Ivano-Frahkivsk, Khust (Carpatho-U-
kraine) and in Rachiv.

In the beginning of 1971 at a milita-
ry factory near lvano-Frankivsk a cer-
tain number of small arms disappeared.
But the KGB managed to locate the
place where members of the Ukrainian
underground were guarding them. In
the shooting that developed several
people were killed- Later the KGB made
a number of arrests in the district.

According to recentinformation from
Kyiv, I. M. Honchar,well known among
theatre peoplei in the USSR and a rela-
tive of O. Honchar, author of the book
Sobor (The Cathedral), member of the
Communist Party, has been persecuted
by the KGB for several months now.
His private museum has about 7,000
exhibits and has been visited by many
people. At one time such Soviet publi-
cations as Narodna Tvorchist, Ranok or
Literaturta Ukraina published friendly
articles about the museum. (East-West
Digest, No. 22, November, 1972.)
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The Struggle Inside the Empire
Intensifies

The underground periodical Demo-
krat (Democrat), No-4, which i9 publi-
shed in the USSR by the Russian chau-
vinist circles united under the banner
of the so-called Democratic Movement
of the Soviet Union (DMSU) carries a
polemic article of an alleged Ukrain-
ian Insurgent Army veteran from 1943,
"Yuriy", attacking the position of the
Ukrainskyi Visnyk (TheUkrainianHer-
ald), No-. 3, 1970, which denies that U-
krainian circles have anything to do
with the formulation of the program
of the DMSU. Among other things, it
says the following:

"The manifestations of protest are
considerably broader, than is general-
ly known to the public. They appear
in the form of written protests and pro-
posals directed to the party and state
organs, dissemination of leaflets, multi-
plied by hand, by typewriters, by
typographical methods, verbal propa-
ganda of individuals, the creation of
underground groups and even parties,
including those of terrorist character
and even in terror (forinstance, the as-
sassination of city and oblast "fathers"
in Arkhangelsk) during the May 1st
demonstration, the attacks on the mili-
tia detachments-in Latvia with the execu-
tion of several militiamen and the con-
fiscation of arms, sabotage on the rail-
roads of Ukraine in 1968, disarming of
militiamen and soldiers, the procure-
ment of arms from army barracks and
depots, attempts at armed crossing of
the borders individually or in groups,
including a total destruction of the
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frontier post in the Murman oblast in
1970, a rather widespread trading with
weapons and so forth."

Repatriate Ukrainians from Siberia

Deportation of Ukrainians beyond
the borders of Ukraine to Siberia, the
Far East, Kazakhstan and other Asiatic
regions is not an occurrence of recent
days. It is a consequence of the anti-
Ukrainian, colonial policy of both the
tsarist and the present Communist rer
gime. Russia carries it out with iron lo-
gic and systematically. It is unnecesr
sary to dwell more extensively on this
problem, fornobody can deny the facts.

However, the problem arises that
Ukrainians who- live in non-Ukrainian
territories serve as instruments of the
Russian policy of assimilation by using
Russian as the language of communi-
cation with Turkestanis, Siberians and
other ethnic groups. More important is
the question of their return to Ukraine-,
in particular of the young people- who
are most threatened by Russification.

Only the return of Ukrainians to
their native land and their living in a
compact group can save them for their
own nation. The fraudulent Soviet Rus-
sian statistics reveal that many millions
of Ukrainians live beyond the borders
of the Ukr. SSR. Why are they not
living in Ukraine, their native land?

The place of Ukrainians is on Ukrain-
ian territory, of the Russians on theirs,
of the Byelorussians, Turkestanis, Ar-
menians, Georgians and others on their
respectiveterritories. When the Kremlin
leaders speak about the right of the
Vietnamese to freedom, to- their own
territory and state, then why are va-
rious nationalities forcefully intermin-
gled among themselves on the: territo-
ry of the USSR? Every Ukrainian knows
why, only Moscow is silent on the sub-
ject. Itisnecessary to-tear off the mask
at last from the Russian colonialist and
ge-nocidal policy and to demand for all
nations the right to live under their
own sun of freedom.



London, November 4, 1972

Carrying their national flags and placards, the young people protest the subjugation
of their native lands by Russia during the ABN and EFC demonstration.

Dear Readers of ABN Correspondence:

W hile sending you the periodical ABN Correspondence, we would
like to inform you at the same time that its publication costs (print-
ing, paper, postage, etc.) have grown considerably. However, we are
not raising our subscription rates, for we do not want to burden our

readers with increased expenses.

On the other hand, we are confident that you will meet us half
way and will send us your annual subscription for ABN Correspond-
ence in the sum of 6 US dollars. We hope that with joint efforts we
shall not only be able to continue publishing our periodical but also
to improve its quality, since we must continue to inform the free

world about events occurring behind the Iron Curtain.

Financial Department of the Central Committee of ABN



NEW PUBLICATIONS

OUR ALTERNATIVE

ABN and EFC Conferences
Brussels, November 12th-15th, 1970

Speeches, reports and messages.

In English and French.

Price: Hard cover — $ 5.00
Soft cover — $ 4.00

UKRAINIAN HERALD

Underground Magazine from Ukraine

Issue 1V

Containing details on the trial ot Valentyn Moroz and the
brutal murder of Alla Horska, unpublished poems by Vasyl
Symonenko and news of repressions against the Ukrainian
intellectuals. Poetry translated by Vera Rich.

Price: § 6.00

Order from: Press Bureau of ABN
8 Miinchen 80
Zeppelinstr. 67



BULLETIN OF THE ANTIBOLSHEVIK

Mi ujssr mit
_.msiriMiiN
BT - c«

A UKRAINISCHEN
SPRACHE

Munich, West Germany, February 3-4, 1973

Verlagspostamt: Miinchen 80 March - April 1973

BLOC

B 20004 F

OF NATIONS

30-hour
hunger strike
of 13
Ukrainian
students
protesting the
imprisonment
of Ukrainian
patriots by
the Russians.

Vol. XXIV No.



CONTENTS:

History is Not the Teacher of Life 3

Robert Conquest (Great Britain)

Empire Day in M 0SCOW .o 6

Prof. lvan Vovchuk (Ukraine)

The EMPIire in A g O N Y i 12

Dr. K. Drenikolf (Bulgaria)
The Balkan V 01CaN 0 oo 16

Prof. Vasyl Plyushch, M. D. (Ukraine)

Genocide of the Ukrainian People . i
Double Subjugation of Slovakia ..., 29
What the West Fails t0 D 0 .coovvciiinieeeveccces 31
“AScrap of P ap er ™ s 34
Stop Trading with the Russians! ..., 37
NeWs and V 1€ W S .

From Behind the Iron Curtain ... 45

Publisher: Press Bureau of the Antibol-
shevik Bloc of Nations (ABN)

8 Munich 80, Zeppelinstr. 67

Editorial Staff: Board of Editors.
Editor-in-Chief: Mrs. Slava Stetsko, M. A.

Articles signed with name or pseudonym

do not necessarily reflect the Editor's o-

pinion, but that of the author. Manuscripts

sent in unrequested cannot be returned in

case of non-publication unless postage is
enclosed.

It is not our practice
to pay for contributions.

Reproduction permitted but only
with indication of source (ABN-Corr.).

Annual subscription DM 12— in Germany,

6 Dollars in USA, and the equivalent of 6

Dollars in all other countries. Remittances

to Deutsche Bank, Munich, Filiale Deposi-

tenkasse, Neuhauser Str. 6, Account, No.
30/261 35 (ABN)

Herausgeber. Presse-Biiro des Antibolsche-
wistischen Blocks der Nationen (ABN),
8 Miinchen 80, ZeppelinstraBe 67/0,
Telefon: 44 1069

Schriftleitung: Redaktionskollegium.
Verantw. Redakteur Frau Slava Stetzko.
Erscheinungsort Minchen.

Druck: Dr.J. Herp, Minchen.



More Trials in ithe USSR

It is now exactly a year since the Soviet authorities intensified their
persecution of intellectuals who have openly criticized official violations
of the Soviet Constitution and of human rights in general.

The repressions have been particularly severe in Ukraine, where
about a hundred individuals — mostly young writers, artists and scholars
of moderate political orientation — were arrested during 1972. Their of-
fence consisted in openly protesting against what they believed to be of-
ficial discrimination against the Ukrainian language and culture within
the Ukrainian SSR, as well as in criticizing other violations of the civil
and nationality rights guaranteed by the Soviet Constitution. Some of this
criticism was directed at the KGB, the procuracy and the courts for their
repeated violations of Soviet law and legal procedure.

Here are a few facts which have been carefully checked with those
whose knowledge and judgment we trust, and which we believe to be fully
authentic:

At least 20 of those arrested in Ukraine have already been sentenced
—ade facto in camera — to inhumanly severe terms of imprisonment and
exile of a kind which bear no relationship to the alleged "crimes" that are
clearly designed to intimidate and silence the most courageous spokes-
men for civil rights in Ukraine.

Thus, to cite only a few of the cases, Danylo Shumuk and Yuriy Shu-
khevych, who served 20-year political sentences in various fascist and
Stalinist concentration camps, were sentenced in 1972 to 10years of forced
labour camp plus five years' exile each for writing (not even apparently
circulating!) their memoirs; and the writer Mykhaylo Osadchyi to seven
years of labour camp and five years of exile for a similar "offense".

The writer and artist I. Stasiv-Kalynets was sentenced to a total of
nine years of camp and exile and her husband, Ilhor Kalynets — one of
the brightest young talents in Ukrainian literature — to three years*) on
yet more such charges. Another writer, Vasyl Stus, got a total of eight
years, and an Orthodox priest, Vasyl Romanyuk, seven years of forced
labour camp plus three years' exile.

The new victims have now joined, in the prisons and camps, the nu-
merous Ukrainian dissenters who are already there, including the young
historian Valentyn Moroz, who, in 1970, was sentenced in camera to nine
years' imprisonment and five years' exile for writing essays critical of the
Kremlin's nationality policy and for attacking KGB violations of the law.

#® According the the most recent reports lhor Kalynets was sentenced to nine years'
imprisonment and three years' exile.



A number of the arrested intellectuals are still awaiting trial, among
them the prominent literary critics Ivan Dzyuba and Ivan Svitlychnyi, the
journalist Vyacheslav Chornovil, and the writer Yevhen Sverstyuk. Again,
their sole "offence" appears to have been openly and from moderate posi-
tions to criticize official violations of Soviet constitutional and legal norms
(which, even in Soviet law, they are not forbidden to do.)

Is the Soviet Government so insecure that it has to resort to such
brutal sanctions for the kind of criticism of one's own government that
we read daily in the British press? It is difficult to accept, in the light of
such repressions, the Kremlin's claim that it has successfully solved the
nationality question in the USSR. Now that the Soviet Union is seeking
improved relations with the United Kingdom and other W estern countries,
we implore the Soviet authorities to remember that actions of this kind on
their part are, so far as British intellecuals and doubtless many others are
concerned, the greatest obstacle to friendship between our two countries.

(The above appeared as a letter to The Tim es of London on February 3, 1973.
It was signed by the following faculty members of the London School of Economics:
Prof. Maurice Cranston, Peggy Ashcroft, A.J. Ayer, Robert Birley, Denis Brogan,
Stuart Hampshire, Frank Kermode, Yehudi Menuhin, J. B. Priestley, Robbins,
Richard Wollheim.)

Ihor Kalynets Sentenced to Nine Years

As reported by ABN Correspondence,
No. 1, 1973, the trial of poet Ihor Kalynets
was held in Lviv, Ukraine in November
1972. According to the then information
he was sentenced either to three or five
years' imprisonment and three years' exile.
Now news was received that in reality
Kalynets received nine years o*f imprison-
ment and three years of exile.

It must be recalled that Mr. Kalynets' wife, Iryna Slasiv-Kalynets,
was sentenced last July to six years of imprisonment and three years of
exile. During her trial a dramatic situation developed when her young
daughter, Dzvinka, attempted to present flowers to her mother. However,
upon the orders from the judges and Prosecutor Boyechko, the guards
snatched the flowers from the child's hands and threw them on the floor.
In the absence of her parents, Dzvinka is being cared for by relatives.



History Is Not the Teacher of Life

Concerning Events in Vietnam

Most likely, the image of President Diem rose before the eyes of Pre-
sident Nixon as the world's greatest military power stood helpless in the
face of the modern type of warfare: the guerrillas and the psychological,
political and ideological war. Our age is the age of ideologies and of the
guerrilla-partisan wars. Washington does not grasp its meaning. Techno-
logical and thermonuclear balance of power does not solve anything.
This has been shown by Vietham. The USA had every chance to win the
war and to assist in the unification of Vietnam in freedom, ifithad thought
in political and ethical categories. President Diem, who died at the will
of certain Washington circles, placed the unification of all of Vietnam
in freedom as the aim of his policy. He was aware of the fact that there is no
partial solution to the problem of Vietnam. Therefore his military strategy
consisted of the following: a march to he North, the launching there of
the guerrilla-partisan war of liberation, the creation of national "Viet-
congs", guerrilla detachments, and assistance to them from the South,
as had been done by Ho Chi Minh in South Vietnam, where he also dis-
patched his regular army units — about a quarter of a million men.

Wi ithout transferring the war of liberation to the North it was impos-
sible to be victorious. How can one prohibit a single, united people to
unite itself in a single state? How can one vivisect the living or-
ganism of a nation, dividing it at parallels and stop at parallels? Lincoln's
idea has been forgotten by Presidents Kennedy, Johnson and Nixon. Half
a nation cannot be free and another half enslaved. If Washington had not
continued the absurd policy of division of spheres of influence, a division
of the world among the superpowers, a complete victory of the national
forces in Vietnam could have been achieved. Who is victorious in Viet-
nam today? Hanoi is celebrating its triumph, although it is not the victor
either. Nevertheless, its chances of victory have remained greater since
its army remains in South Vietnam. The peace treaty contains so many
absurd decisions, ambiguities, and inaccuracies that each side can resume
the war tomorrow.

W ashington has not saved its face at all, since it was lost with the
death of Diem. The Russians are using their chances in an offensive man-
ner. They are not afraid at all to defend the concept of a united Vietnam
with the assistance of arms, while Washington is respecting the senseless
parallels. As far as the psychological war is concerned, Washington was
really a loser in Vietnam for it even failed to explain why it has resumed
the bombing after October 1972. According to Hanoi, in the course of this
"heavy" bombing as many as 1,166 persons lost their lives, while in one
day in the city of Hue the Communists massacred 5,000 people — women,
children and old men. Millions of people are not fleeing from South Viet-



nam, but from the North to the South, — but who had informed the broad
popular masses about it? Entire villages — women, children and the elder-
ly — were murdered by the Vietcong, but Western television passed
this over in silence. Each day and night there was a massacre in the vil-
lages of Vietnam. Rockets fired by the Vietcong and the North Viet-
namese troops annihilated innocent, civilian population in Saigon and
other cities and villages of Vietnam by the thousands, but this had not
been genocide, while the bombing of Hanoi and Haiphong had been. No-
body managed to stage a single demonstration or a demarche to stop the
massacre of the population of South Vietnam and the bombing by rockets,
but the propaganda of the West, with a very few exceptions, was on the
side of Hanoi and Moscow.

There are no American land troops in South Vietnam, but Saigon has
not fallen. President Thieu is in power and this army is holding the front
victoriously and not surrendering its positions. Are all of them Washing-
ton's mercenaries? Are the millions of refugees from the North to the
South who have chosen freedom the hirelings of Washington as well?
W ashington has lost the political war. Washington's defeat was not in the
field of battle in Vietnam but in Bonn, Munich, London, New York, Oslo
and Rome, in the streets of cities taken over by confused demonstrators,
the so-called public opinion, which is dominated by Moscow. It was not
the Pentagon who was the loser but the New York Times and television
which has nothing better to show than the films about the cruelty of Fas-
cism, but finds no words to describe genocide in Ukraine which occurred
forty years ago, nor the Russian concentration camps and insane asylums
for freedom fighters ... Fascism continues to be the boogeyman of the
world, although there is no trace of it left anywhere in the world, while
Bolshevism is a real adversary of today's mankind. Fascism passed away
irrevocably, and there is no trace of Nazism, the second most criminal
system after Bolshevism ...

A battle is being fought with the windmills of Fascism and Nazism,
in spite of the fact that nobody knows where this Nazism and Fascism
are to be found. Lacking an object, everyone who is against Bolshevism
is portrayed as a Fascist or a Nazi. Hence the aim is clear: only anyone
not opposing Bolshevism is today not a Nazi. Therefore anyone who fa-
vours national independence and human rights and opposes totalita-
rianism — real, existing, Russian, Bolshevik — is so readily branded a
Fascist and a Nazi today. "Fascists” and "Nazis" were Pope Pius XIlI,
Churchill, Mac Arthur, Me Carthy, Adenauer, Strauss, Diem and similar
people. It is interesting to note that Republican presidents usually bring
wars of liberation to an end: Korea, Hungary and others. President Nixon's
journeys to Moscow and Peking attested to his aim — to bring about a
world "balance of power among the superpowers". From this point of
view, Vietnam is only a "periphery", the clearing away of "trivialities"



which disturb "peaceful coexistence". It was not by chance that President
Nixon while in Kyiv did not dare deliver a speech of similar content as
that of Charles De Gaulle.

The ceasefire in Vietnam is a consequence of a new concept propa-
gated by Kissinger. At the same time, however, Nixon has forgotten that
the heart of the nation cannot be stilled by violence. The intensification
of terror in Ukraine is also due to Nixon's policy of "peace" and his bow
to Moscow. What demands could he have placed before Brezhnev with
respect to the nations subjugated within the USSR? Angela Davis was
received with ceremony by Communist leaders, but which of the freedom,
fighters had Nixon received so far? Nixon is a great disappointment
as far as the nations subjugated by Russia in the USSR are concerned.
"Peace for generations to come" is prophesied by Nixon. The peace of
graves! The subjugated nations, however, favour wars of liberation, na-
tional and human rights, and not the peace of graves.

Saigon remains a dark page in the history of the USA, while Diem
remains a great warning. Metternich was also triumphant while speaking
about "peace for generations to come"”, but he was toppled by Kossuth, a
fighter for national liberation ... The anti-Russian Kossuths rise in battle:
the great Chuprynkas, Sorokas, Makukhs, Kalantas, Oliynyks and Palachs

Nixon, together with Brezhnev and other tyrans, attempts to "put
the world in order” without a master. The masters of the world — the
subjugated world — are not Brezhnev and Kosygin, nor quislings and
traitors, the likes of Shcherbytskyi and Honecker, but dozens of subju-
gated nations and hundreds of millions of people subjugated by the Rus-
sian tyranny. Since Washington does not want to understand this truth,
it has reached a roten compromise in Vietnam .. . But the fact that W ash-
ington places the honor of a nation at stake for the price of several hund-
red prisoners of war proves that it has not comprehended the sense of the
individual's life on earth, nor its heroics. Its own egoism goes so far that
millions can remain in slavery, without a word of protest from the USA,
that hundreds of thousands can languish in concentration camps and pri-
sons, but the trade with tyrants can flourish so that the materialistic way
of life can reign supreme in the USA on the blood and slavery of millions.

The subjugated nations do not long for liberation by American ba-
yonets. Nobody believes in such liberation. But they protest and fight
against USA's helping the Russians to tighten the chains on their hands . ..

Budapest served as a great lesson to all who believed the State De-
partment's phrases on its policy of liberation.

Yet, we remind the free world: without the subjugated nations and
their struggle there is no deliverance for the world from Russian aggres-
sion and genocide. He who helps us helps himself! Do not help us, but
help yourselves, if you do not want to find yourselves in Russian dark-
ness one night. B. Oserskyj



Robert Conquest

Empire Day in Moscow

On 30 December 1972, the fiftieth an-
niversary of the formation of the USSR
was celebrated in Moscow. Five years
ago, the fiftieth anniversary of the Octo-
ber Revolution itself was the occasion
for an assesseme-nt of the achievements
or otherwise of Soviet Communism as a
whole. This time, it is a matter of one
particular element in Communist poli-
cy — its success or failure in handling
the problem ofthe relationship between
the nations under its control.

The first thought that must occur to>
anyone is that the past couple of years
have seen nationalist demonstrations
of one sort or another all round the
Soviet periphery from Tallin to Tash-
kent. This alone might give any ob-
server the impression that the arrange-
ments formalized half a century ago
and designed to satisfy national feeling
within the framework of a unified Com-
munist state, have not proved success-
ful. And this impression would be cor-
rect.

The USSR as formed in 1922 as a
Union between four previously "inde-
pendent" republics — those of Russia,
Ukraine, Trans-Caucasia and Byelorus-
sia- Over the 20s and later, other ter-
ritories, mainly within the RSFSR or
annexed from outside, were raised to
Union Republic status— and the Trans-

Caucasian Federative Republic dis-
solved into its three components, Geor-
gia, Azerbaijan and Armenia — until

now there are 15 Union Republics.
Each of these is theoretically sove-
reign, carries equal weight, and even
has the right of secession under the
Soviet constitution. That is, needless
to say, the position on paper only.
Right from the start, the position on
paper and the true position were to-
tally different. The four original "inde-
pendent" states which came together
to form the Union were the merest

bluff. The Party Programme of the time
makes the true position quite clear.
Stating "independence" of the various
Soviet republics, it adds flatly that this
"does not in the least mean" that the
Party itself should "recognize itself as
a federation of independent Commu-
nist Parties". On the contrary, "there
must exist a single centralized Com-
munist Party with a single Central
Committee ... Central Committees of
the Ukrainian (etc.) Communists enjoy
the rights of provincial committees of
the Party and are entirely subordi-
nated to the Central Committee of the
Russian Communist Party," which is
to say, that Moscow's orders were un-
conditionally binding on the rulers of
these "independent” states.

Moreover, especially in Trans-Cau-
casia, but also in Ukraine and Central
Asia, Soviet power in the periphery
had been established by, and remained
totally dependent on, the presence of
the Russian armies. The last territory
to be annexed at the time — Georgia—
had been a stable Social-democratic
state for two- years. In free elections
held there in 1919, the Mensheviks had
won 105 of the 130 seats in the Nation-
al Assembly. The vote had been Men-
sheviks 640 thousand, Bolsheviks 24
thousand; and the latter had won no
seats at all. This was corrected by an
invasion by the Xth Red Army. The
national governments of the Caucasian
republics and of Ukraine were similar-
ly overthrown. Already, in fact, the-
non-Russian Soviet republics were no
more than a disguise for Muscovite an-
nexation.

What, we must ask ourselves, did
the Bolsheviks think they were doing
by the creation of the USSR and by the
whole nationality policy implied? It
had long been Lenin's principle that
nationalism in itself was a transitory



phenomenon of the bourgeois age,
which had not existed before capital-
ism and would gradually disappear
under socialism. Meanwhile, national
feeling directed against regimes hostile
to Communism should be encouraged
and used. But national feeling which
for any reason hampered the Commu-
nists should be opposed and destroyed.
As Lenin had remarked, if certain peo-
ples were found to be of assistance to
bourgeois reaction, then "we would be
in favour of arevolutionary war against
them, in favour of crushing them, de-
stroying all their outposts, no matter
what small national movements arose".
He added later his central principle,
and the tontinuous central principle of
the Soviet regime ever since: "The in-
terests of socialism are above the in-
terests of the right of nations to self-
determination.”

However, this left one further prob-
lem. Just as his total opposition to re-
ligion, and determination to crush any
overtly anti-Communistreligious forces,
was combined with the belief that re-
ligious feeling as such could not be
dealt with solely by repression, but
would disappear in the course of socia-
lization, and must meanwhile be neu-
tralized by manoeuvre and apparent
concession, solsimilarly, he did not ex-
pect national feeling to disappear at
once, but believed that it would bei
possible to appease it without making
concessions of any substance. Before
the Revolution (in 1913) he had expli-
citly rejected the federal solution for
multi-national  Russia: "Federation
means a union of equals depending
upon consent... we reject federation
on principle; it is an unsuitable form
for our state." But the experiences of
1917-1920 showed that Lenin had un-
derestimated the power of national
feeling. Stalin, his spokesman on na-
tionalism explained after the Revolu-
tion why a change in tactics had taken
place, and the idea of federation was
now officially welcomed: first a num-
ber of nations had been in complete

secession, and federation was a step to
unity; second, the "forms of federa-
tion ... proved by no means so contra-
dictory to the aim of closer economic
unity" as had been expected; and third-
ly the nationality problem had proved
more important than the Bolsheviks
had thought it would be.

The second point — that the forms of
federation could be combined with the
actuality of centralization was the crux.

Thus, in effect, Lenin and Stalin
thought to» appease and neutralize na-
tional feeling by pointing to the high
theoretical status given to each na-
tion's "own" republic. In addition, the
national languages were encouraged,
and the central theme put forward of cul-
tures "national inform and socialist in
content,"—which has been cynically in-
terpreted as signifying the right of all
peoples to read and utter the Party line
in their own languages. The other main
administrative "concession" was the
formation (dating in its present form
since 1936) of a two-house Supreme So-
viet, consisting of the Soviet of the
Union and the Soviet of Nationalities,
each with equal rights. The latter is
heavily weighted in favour of "mino-
rities", and the theory gives them the
power to prevent any imposition of thel
Russian will.

To the degree that it was recognized
that the non-Russian countries of the
USSR represented the inheritance of
the imperialist Tsars reconquered by
Russian Communist armies, it was still
felt that in the long run the nationalist
feelings thus excited would give way,
partly because of the attraction of this
new system, but partly because of eco-
nomic and social developments. And
here a further contradiction emerged.
The Soviet President Kalinin succinct-
ly expressed the elements of Commu-
nist policy: "The aim of Soviet policy
has always been to teach the people
of the Kirgiz steppe, the small Uzbek
cotton grower, and the Turkmenian
gardener to accept the ideals of the
Leningrad worker." Sociologically, this



merely indicated the "proletarianiza-
tion" of national culture which would
among other things eliminate national
peculiarities and hostilities. But it con-
tains within it the unfortunate fact that
it is the Russians who are doing the
"teaching” — or imposing — of the
new thinking. And during the process,
the fact of their being Russian began
to count as much as, and then more
than, their "proletarian™ status. This
was true not only as it affected the
feelings of the small nationalities be-
ing Gleichgeschattel. It applied also' to
the Russian side. Increasingly, from the
early 30s the idea of the Russians as
simply a better and greater nation be-
gan to be overtly expressed. The pres-
sures for Russianization were imposed
on the local languages; the Cyrillic
script was substituted for the Latin
script originally given to the Turkic
peoples; the histories in which their
ancestors' anti-imperialist resistance
to the Tsars had been celebrated were
changed to show that the Russian an-
nexation had even then been a good
thing. At the same time (as is largely
true to this day) while the more formal
positions in Party and State within the
Union and autonomous republics were
given to local nationals, the true in-
struments of power (the Second Secre-
taryship of the Party, in charge of per-
sonnel, and the leadership of the local
secret police) were almost invariably in
the hands of the Russians. Stalin's toast
at the end of the war, with its lengthy
celebration of Russians as "the most
outstanding nation" inthe Soviet Union,
put a ceremonious seal on the attitude.

In the late 30s, all the same, it was
still being argued by the Soviet regime
and its supporters in the West, that its
national policy had truly given to all
the peoples concerned everything that
they really wanted. That policy was
put to the test during the war. By 1944
Stalin had found it necessary to deport
en bloc, on charges of collaboration
with the Germans, an actual majority
of all the small nations reached or near-

ly reached by the German advance.
And of those who were not deported
en bloc, either owing to their size or
owing to the less extreme nature of
their anti-Soviet activity, vast drafts
were still sent into the wastes of Sibe-
ria. The test, one would have thought,
was conclusive — especially when we
are told by Khrushchev that Stalin
would have wished to deport all U-
krainians too', but that there were too
many of them. And long after the Ger-
mans had gone bitter partisan fighting
went on in Ukraine, Lithuania and the
North Caucasus till the national move-
ments were put down.

In fact, it was clearly shown — in-
deed virtually admitted — that Com-
munist nationality policy had failed to
impress those for whom it was design-
ed.

After the war, a further element
arose. The countries brought under
Stalin's domination in Eastern Europe
were not annexed to the USSR. That
is to say, nationalities like thei Ukrain-
ians or Georgians or Latvians were not
entitled to national statehood, while
the Bulgarians or Hungarians or Cze-
cho-Slovaks were so entitled. This is an
anomaly, and it is one which has rankl-
ed not merely among the- populations,
but actually within the Party leader-
ships of the republics of the USSR. For
it obviously has no logical justificaton.
Under Stalin, of course, the independ-
ence of Eastern Europe meant virtually
nolhing — though even then, Yugosla-
via was able to defend itself. In the
years which have followed, we have
seen many independent moves in the
area, some put down by the Soviet ar-
my, others still in existence.

The rulers in Eastern Europe have
not necessarily been nationalists, or
not at first. Kardelj, the second man in
Yugoslavia is said to have urged that
country's annexation to the USSR soon
after the war. But whether or not na-
tional feeling originally plays an im-
portant part, the rulers of these states



are naturally concerned to protect their
own positions. The urge to protect
themselves, to extend their own power,
in fact all the normal drives of politics,
tended to the build-up (as soon as it
proved possible) of autonomous appa-
ratuses, defending if not their peoples
at least themselves against Moscow.
And as the struggle developed, these
appartuses had little choice but increas-
ing reliance on the nationalist feelings
of the peoples, whatever their original
intensions.

Significantly enough, the same was
and is to be seen in the apparatuses
of the Union Republics within the
USSR. In the early 60s the leading fi-
gures in Azerbaijan, in Kazakhstan and
particularly in Latvia were purged be-
cause they had attempted to prevent
the influx of Russians and to defend the
positions of their local languages —
and even, in the Latvian case, to di-
rect the economy with local needs pri-
marily in mind. The Party Programme
of 1961 formally condemns any attempt
to hamper what it sees as the more cor-
rect tendency of the Soviet population
to "merge", and actually asserts that
"the boundaries between the Union Re-
publics are increasingly losing their
significance."

The fall of Pyotr Shelest from being
First Secretary in Ukraine this year
(1972) was an even more striking de-
monstration. It has been represented in
some circles in the West as due to his
being a "hard-liner". In fact, there is
no doubt at all, that he was removed
for failing adequately to repress the
recent nationalist upsurge in Ukraine.
He had intervened in the cases of na-
tionalist intellectuals arrested by the
KGB — which is not under local con-
trol — and even restored to their posts
men who had meanwhile been in jail.
Worse still, he had circulated to the
provincial secretaries of his republic
the manuscript of an extraordinary
book, Internationalism or Russification?
by Ivan Dzyuba, whose title speaks for
itself, and which, among other things,

says of the Union of Republics, "These
are verily 'sovereign' governments in
the republics, without their native lan-
guage in the administration, without
international contacts, and without
even the right to intervene in the eco-
nomy of their own territory."

Such are the natural feelings of the
national intelligentsias — and to a con-
siderable degree of a large section of
the population too — in all the non-
Russian republics. But sympathy, or at
least tolerance, for them on the parL
of local political leaderships — and
there has been a similar case recently
in Georgia where the leadership per-
mitted a nationalist history to be print-
ed — adds to the problem. It is clear
enough, in fact, that over the 50 years
Soviet policy has not been successful
in this field. Worse still, nationalism
remains, a permanent threat to the
whole system, and one which neither
concession nor repression have yet
been able to eradicate.

One major point, seldom considered,
is that though nationalism may be one
of the forces capable in the long run of
disrupting the Soviet regime, and that
it could be largely disarmed by grant-
ing virtual or actual independence to
the "periphery", this last would have the
disastrous result (from Moscow's point
of view) that Russia would no longer
be a great power. If Moscow's rule
were confined to the RSFSR, it would
have lost not only a large proportion
of its population, but a vast amount of
its industrial and natural resources.
Even though a true wisdom might ac-
cept this, there seems little prospect
of the Kremlin doing so. And so- we are
in the position that, apart from a few
countries in the southern end of Africa,
the remaining colonial empires are
those of the Soviet Union and China,
which subject peoples as numerous as
the entire population of the African
continent as a whole. The comparison
with China is an interesting one. While
there too supporters of national free-
dom might wish to see independent



Tibet, Inner Mongolia allowed to join
its compatriots in the People's Repub-
lic, and Sinkiang forming an indepen-
dent Turkic state, the Chinese have
never considered the possibility in
theory. There are no "Union Repub-
lics" with "sovereignty" and the "right
to secession”, merely local "autono-
my". The Chinese could indeed rightly
point out that the sovereignty of the
Union Republics of the USSR is a fake;
that one such republic — Karelo-Finnia
— was simply abolished in 1956 when
the Russian influx grew large enough;
that the republics, though two of them
rank as members of the United Nations,
have no foreign representation; that
their key police and economics minis-
tries are, even formally, under Mos-
cow's control; that they dolnot even
as a legal fiction own their own na-
tural resources, control their planning,
trade, education, defence and many
other matters. The concept, of the
"union™ in fact was intended and is in-
tended to give the republics nothing
of substance, but to give their nationals
an impression of freedom. This double-
think has not worked. The nationalities,
generally speaking, have not been de-
ceived as to the essential centraliza-
tion, even imperialism, involved. Yet
the powers given to the local Party
leaderships have, now that repression

is less than total, resulted in a tenden-
cy for even them to demand more. In
fact, the Kremlin has had the worst of
both worlds.

And is likely to have this even more
so in the future. For 20 years now East-
ern Europe has remained unstable, and
there is every reason to expect further
convulsions there so now a similar
view may be taken of the Soviet Re-
publics. They were held together under
Stalin by bluff and repression, but with-
out the full repression the bluff would
not havelworked. Nationalist tenden-
cies in the USSR today, however, are
still held in check solely by the power
of the State and Party with the bluff
crumbling about it. Unlike with almost
all the other former metropolitan coun-
tries, the demands of the subject peo-
ples have not been faced. No political
solution, as apart from an administra-
tive one, has been found. In the long
run, this means a permanent instabili-
ty, at present encysted, but always li-
able to break out. The "Union" now
being celebrated has, over fifty years,
largely failed to strike roots. The po-
tential for the disruption of what is
really, and fully understood to be, a
unitary empire with a little window
dressing, is one of the most powerful
forces for major change in existence
in the world today. (Die Welt, No. 287)

Soviet Ambassador "Welcomed" to Munich

Upon the invitation of an initiatory
group of the German-Soviet Society, a
20-men Soviet delegation, headed by
the Soviet Ambassador to West Ger-
many, Valentin Falin, arrived in Mu-
nich on February 1, 1973. Other mem-
bers of the delegation included deputy
editor of lzvestia, a representative of
the government of the Azerbaijan SSR
and many other functionaries. While in
Munich they took part in the founding
of the German-Soviet Society. The ce-
remonies were held in the main hall of
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Munich's City Hall. From the German
side the "festivities" were attended by
Munich's Mayor, Mr. Kronawitter, a re-
presentative of the Bavarian Parlia-
ment, Erwin Essl (SPD),a number of con-
suls of various countries, and a consi-
derable number of German politicians
from Munich and Bonn.

Finding out about this event, the U-
krainian youth of Munich organized a
protest action in defense of human and
national rights. About 15 persons man-
aged to enter the balcony of the main



hall of City Hall, from where they
showered the hall with blue and yel-
low leaflets and stink bombs while
shouting "Freedom for Ukraine" and
"Freedom for writers in the USSR".

Reports on the action were carried
that very evening on German televi-
sion, as well as on German and Polish
radio- The action found extensive and
sympathetic response in the German
press.

Below are some examples:

Miinchener Merkur in an article en-
titled "Young People Disrupt Meeting
with Soviet Ambassador Falin" wrote:

"With stink bombs and leaflets, the
young people interrupted the founding
session of a society for the pro-
motion of relations between the FRG
and the USSR. During a speech by
the SPD representative to the Bavarian
Parliament, Essl, demonstrators shout-
ing 'Freedom for writers in the USSR
and 'Freedom for Ukraine', tossed stink
bombs and leaflets, signed Initiatory
Group in Defense of Human Rights in
Eastern Europe', from the balcony of
the main hall of the Munich City Hall.
The incident took place in the presence
of Soviet Ambassador to Germany, Fa-
lin, Munich's Mayor, Kronawitter, and
a large number of Soviet guests. The
demonstrators disappeared after the in-
cident."

Bildzeitung, under the title: "Mem-
bers of the Audience Threw Stink
Bombs Inside City Hall" wrote:

"Tossing leaflets and stink bombs from
the balcony of the main hall of Mu-
nich's City Hall, about ten young U-
krainian exiles interrupted the found-
ing session of the 'Bavarian Society to
Promote Relations between the FRG
and the USSR'.

"The demonstrators shouted 'Freedom
for Ukraine' and 'Freedom for writers
in the USSR' and, singing the Ukrainian
national anthem, left the hall. Among

the guests: Soviet Ambassador Falin

and Mayor Kronawitter."

TZ-Munchen, under the title: "Stink
Bombs at Munich City Hall" wrote:

"The founding session of the 'Bavarian
Society to Promote Relations between
the FRG and the USSR' was interrupt-
ed Thursday evening by stink bombs
and leaflets. The slogans of the young
demonstrators on the balcony of the
main hall of the Munich City Hall were:
'Freedom for Ukraine' and 'Freedom for
writers in the USSR'. Among the guests
at City Hall were Mayor Kronawitter
and Soviet Ambassador in Bonn, Va-
lentin Falin. A member of the initiato-
ry group of the society and a represen-
tative of the Bavarian Parliament, Er-
win Essl, said: 'This action is an ex-
pression of the freedom-loving consti-
tutional order of the Federal Republic
of Germany'. At the action’s end, the
demonstrators disappeared.”

The leaflet said: "We 'Greet' the
Founding of the German-Soviet Society
provided its aims are: to prevent assas-
sination attempts on German diplomats
in the USSR; to oppose religious perse-
cution in the USSR; to work for the re-
lease of cultural leaders in the Soviet
Union who are confined to Soviet Rus-
sian concentration camps and insane
asylums for their struggle for national
independence, and against colonialism
and Red Fascism; to terminate discri-
mination against the Jews and other
minority groups; to guarantee freedom
of speech, culture and national and hu-
man rights to Ukrainians, Byelorus-
sians, Lithuanians, Latvians, Estonians,
Georgians and many other nations; to
prevent assassinations of exile politi-
cians in Germany, carried out by So-
viet agents, and to denounce them.
Otherwise, we express our condolences
to the German-Soviet farce."

The leaflet was signed by the Initia-
tory Group in Defense of Human Rights
in Eastern Europe.



Prof. Ivan Vovchuk

The Empire in Agony

In the vast expanses of the Russian
kingdom, into which Ukraine has been
incorporated as well, there rages “a
great battle for the harvest". This year
it is particularly fierce, for, as the So-
viet press shouts, climatic conditions
have caused a very poor harvest. In
Ukraine the crop was harvested. A
large part of it was taken by the Rus-
sian state, thus carrying out the "first
commandment”, but how much remain-
ed to satisfy the needs of the popula-
tion and the economy is hard to tell.
Most likely it was not without a reason
that towards the end of the harvest,
when the official state purchaser's
"give, give" still echoed in the steppes
of Ukraine arenowned deputy and trice
decorated Gitalov began publishing ar-
ticles about the saving of bread, ap-
pealing to the population to wage a de-
cisive battle with those who "squander
bread". Obviously, Gitalov, upon the
orders of the Russian chiefs, was thus
preparing the population for successive
hardships.

At the same time, in the fields of U-
kraine a struggle for the "second
bread", as potatoes is called there offi-
cially, is in progress. It is also- in short
supply — and long queues are forming
in the cities. No wonder that the urban
population is trying to provide itself
with potatoes for the winter, not trust-
ing the socialist suppliers. Komsomol-
skaya Pravda wrote in September 1972
that the miners of the Donbas and the
workers of the Kharkiv plants, just
as those in other cities, are themselves
organizing the procurement of thel"se-
cond bread" for the winter. Arming
themselves with appropriate documents
bearing the stamps of the zavkoms,
shakhtkoms (factory committees, mine
committees) and other koms they drive
in trucks to-the Kursk region, apparent-
ly a potatolgrowing region, in order to
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buy potatoes from the collective farm
workers in the villages, obviously pay-
ing for it several times more than the
established purchase price.

Officials in charge of state purchases
are furious, while the head of the exe-
cutive committee of the Kursk oblast,
calling these workers "unorganized
purchasing agents", banned the taking
out of potatoes from the region, moti-
vating his decision by the fact that this
year potatoes are infected with canker.
Special detachments were formed in
the region, which together with the
"vigilantes" watch for the cars of the
workers in order to confiscate potatoes
grown on the private plots of the kol-
khoz workers. This is so reminiscent of
the procurement of the 20s, in the ini-
tial stages of the creation of the Rus-
sian imperial complex — the USSR —
after the conquest by the "bayonets of
the North" of the national republics
which arose- on the expanses of the fal-
len Russian empire as the result of na-
tional revolutions.

As we can see, the imperial system
of collectivism in agriculture, even af-
ter 50 years of existence of the empire,
is incapable of supplying the popula-
tion of Ukraine even with potatoes- It
is not the potatoes, but the system of
Russian socialism which is suffering
from cancer. On the 50th anniversary
of the founding of the USSR, the Cen-
tral Committee of the Communist Par-
ty of the Soviet Union is attempting to
consolidate a single unitary state in
Ukraine and in other national “repub-
lics" instead of a union status (at least
on paper). 50 years ago, a "union" un-
der the label of the USSR was formed
from independent republics of Ukraine,
Byelorussia, Russia and the Transcau-
casian Federation (Georgia, Armenia
and Azerbaijan). The new product,
which some consider to be a union



state, while others a union, of states,
marked the beginning of the reestab-
lishment, in the form of the USSR, of
the Russian empire, dismembered in the
process of national revolutions.

Half a century of the existence of
the Russian imperial monster, the USSR,
is a half a century of struggle of Rus-
sian imperialism with the Ukrainian
national idea, as well as the national
ideas of other nations forcefully incor-
porated into that complex. 1972 was
proclaimed by the CC CPSU as a jubi-
lee of the "Soviet peoplei". The anni-
versary itself fell on December 30, but
all year long, every remote corner of
the Red kingdom was gripped by the
fever of a single state which is impos-
ed and imbued by various administra-
tively political and officially informa-
tive methods into the people of the
subjugated nations thus combating U-
krainian and other nationalisms. The
official press persistently emphasizes
that the USSR "is not a conglamoration
of republics, but a single state” with
an organic unity of nations.

The resolution of the CC CPSU "On
the Preparations for the 50th Anniversa-
ry of the Founding of the USSR (Kom-
munist, No. 3, 1972) declaring that in
the years of the building of socialism
"a new historic society of men — the
Soviet people — has emerged", orders
one and all to>force on and imbue this
myth into people of the subjugated na-
tions. What for? In order to alienate
them from their own nation and coun-
try, to stifle in them the feeling of pat-
riotism, the love of their native land and
to implant in them the love to the So-
viet "fatherland". The Russian Bolshe-
viks are masters in myth-creation. The
whole structure of their socialism, as
well as the so-called "democracy",
which is used to conceal satanic des-
potism and totalitarianism, is a total
lie. But the myth about "a single So-
viet people”, as "a new historic soci-
ety" is of particular character. It was
conceived as a means of helping the
party — to- put into effect the dreams

of "an organic unity" around the Rus-
sian nucleus. This fiction is to help the
party in dissolving the nations, the
greatest cultural historic category of
mankind, in the vast sea of Russian
Bolshevism.

It was not by accident that at the
24th Congress of the CPSU, the “sec-
ond Illich" and "the brow-carrier", as
Brezhnev is currently being called, in
glorifying the Russian people, empha-
sized "their profound internationalism"
among numerous attributes. We know
what type of a weapon is this interna-
tionalism by which the all-powerful
Central Commmittee of the Party com-
bats the national idea in fighting with
Ukrainian nationalism, attempting to
dissolve the subjugated nations in the
international Bolshevik puddle. These
daydreams are not new. They are as
old as Russian imperialism itself. A.
Pushkin, the poet of Russian imperial
state, in his reflections about the fu-
ture of the Russian empire asked: "Will
all the Slav rivers converge in the Rus-
sian sea? Or will it dry out? That is
the question!"

As we know, after the downfall of
the Russian empire as a consequence
of national revolutions, the nations, in-
cluding Ukraine, created their own na-
tional and state trends independent of
the Russian sea. By the establishment
of the imperial complex, following
armed and political "Sovietization" of
Ukraine and other republics, the Bol-
sheviks attempt to redirect the national
streams into the "Russian sea”. And in
the jubilee year — the 50th anniversa-
ry of the existence of the USSR — the
CC CPSU planned to change the rem-
nants of a union, at least on paper, into
a single unitary state in which only the
Russian language is considered a lan-
guage of "genuine enlightenment" and
the "height of linguistic culture" as
maintained by Pravda, the official or-
gan of the party.

The political program which the Bol-
sheviks are trying to put into effect is
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a vandalism unprecedented in history.
It hinders the progress of mankind. Uni-
fication of nations which is dreamed
about in the Kremlin, will impoverish
mankind, for every nation, even the
smallest one, "conceals in itself a par-
ticular facet of God's design", as was
said by A. Solzhenitsyn in his Nobel
Prize acceptance speech. The Russian
administrative and political machine is
intensively working on unification.
Scientists are obliged to find a "scien-
tific" verbal dialectic form to justify
the satanic notion. The imperial hounds,
and around them the "Little-Russian"
puppies, are attempting to oust, the na-
tional idea, inflating people with the
"internationalism" of the Russian peo-
ple.

The national idea, combated to such
a degree by the CPSU in its struggle
with Ukrainian nationalism, has been,
is and will be a guiding, dominant idea
in the life of the Ukrainian and other
subjugated nations. Infatuated by it,
the national forces in Ukraine are
struggling against the alienation of the
individual from the nation. A struggle
is being waged for the fullness of so-
vereign state and cultural life of the
nation, the richness of its spiritual and
creative expression, the fullness of the
sovereign contribution of the national
genius into, the universal treasury from
Kyiv, Lviv, Kharkiv, and not through
Moscow with the inscription in Rus-
sian "in Ukrainian". The national idea
does not narrow down and restrict spiri-
tual creativity, does not displace and
suppress it, as is the case in the Russian
Bolshevik kingdom of satan, resting on
"profound internationalism"” of the
chosen people. It absorbs and accumu-
lates the noble universally human ideas
into' the spiritual treasury of the na-
tion, melts them down in the national
climate and returns them to mankind
in an enriched state.

Reports about the struggle of two op-
posing worlds in Ukraine are reaching
us. There, in Ukraine, as claimed by
Ye. Sverstyuk, "everyone is faced with
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a hard alternative — to be the son of
one's own nation or an evil servant
and marauder”. And to be the son of
one's own nation means to help by
deeds those who tell the enemy into
his face: "We shall not surrender and
shall not recognize your satanic de-
signs". It means to render support to
the struggle in Ukraine, to assist the
national process.

Forty years ago, the Russian despot-
ism preparing to avenge itself on the
Ukrainian national substance began to
plan the destruction of the Ukrainian
village through famine. The law of Au-
gust 7, 1932, innocently labeled "on the:
protection of property", became the ba-
sis for the organization of the 1933 fa-
mine according to the formula of the
Russian "humanist”, O. Gorky: "When
the enemy does not surrender, he is
destroyed". The world must be told
how in the course of the Russian Bol-
shevik war against the Ukrainian na-
tion, the Russians destroyed its body
and soul, its nationally creative intelli-
gentsia, liquidating both Ukrainian
Churches — the Ukrainian Autoce-
phalous Orthodox Church and the' U-
krainian Catholic Church. All this was
done in order to maintain the' indivi-
sible imperial complex renewed in 1922,

This year, Soviet agriculture, and
with it economy in general, drifting
under the blows of nationalism, again
finds itself in a critical state. Instead
of the stipulated 195 million tons of
grain, necessary to satisfy the needs of
industry and population, the empire
will not even harvest 150 million tons
of grain according to the calculations
of Western experts. (In my opinion m>
more than 130-140 million tons of grain
will be harvested.) Inthe Russian king-
dom, and primarily in Ukraine, where
over 40% of winter planting was re-
seeded in com, one can expect food
shortages. Although the "capitalist
sharks", in particular the Americans,
in their race for profits will rescue the
builders of socialism, nevertheless,
economic hardships will have an in-



fluence on. the intensification of the
national and political processes in U-
kraine and in other subjugated coun-
tries.

The problem does not lie in unfa-
vourable conditions to which the dog-
matists of the Kremlin refer in seeking
help from the capitalists, but in the de-
cay of the doomed system of Russian
collectivism. Therefore, our task is to-
perceive what is taking place there not
on the basis of tourist guidebooks but
so as to sense the "invisible nature”, a
world not readily seen in imperialist
reality. And that world, in the words
of philosopher Hryhoriy Skovoroda,
whose 250th anniversary of birth we
silently pommemorate, is more ponder-
able and more significant in life than
the "visible nature".

In the second number of the Russian
periodical Druzhba Narodiv for 1971,
a movie story by Ivan Drach, "I Am
Coming to You" was published. In this
work, original in its literary composi-
tion, I. Drach cites an episode from
the life of Lesya Ukrainka, on the anni-
versary of the fiery poetess. Addres-
sing the ailing Serhiy, Lesya Ukrainka
says: "l shall tell you a legend instead
of a fairy tale. Fairy tales are told to.
children, while legends — to knights."
A piisoner-giant was confined to pri-
son. He was confined for more than a

year or two. And it seemed to. him that
he has become blind, but it was the
night which surrounded him that was
blind. It seemed to him that he has
aged, but it was the prison where he
was imprisoned that has aged. It seem-
ed to' him that the chains on him are
still strong, but in reality the iron on
them was long since eaten away by
rust- But the prisoner did not believe
in himself and did not test his strength.
It was necessary for somebody from
beyond the Black Sea to say: "Risel"
The prisoner-giant was startled from
this cry and, breaking the rusty chains,
he broke down the door of the anti-
quated prison with his freed hands and
went to meet the sun.

An interesting legend. Let's ponder
over it.

The process of Ukrainian national
revival cannot be stopped nor can it be
directed by the Russian tyrants into
the Russian imperialistic sea. Most
likely, they can sense it themselves
and therefore the fever of anniversary
unitary statehood is convulcing the
country. Although the imperial dams
are still strong on the outside, as was
said by V. Moroz, still "the spring
waters of Ukrainian renaissance by-
pass these dams. The renaissance in U-
kraine lays its own river-beds."

In Defense of the Persecuted
Telegram to His Holiness Pope Paul VI

The Executive Board of the European Freedom Council meeting on
28th January 1973 in Bonn, prays Your Holiness to take every opportunity
to protest through your world-wide authority against atheistic indoctri-
nation and suppression of human rights by Russian and other Communist
regimes, and to afford your protection to all religious persecutees and
those deprived of human rights under same regimes.

On behalf of the Executive Board of the European Freedom Council

Ole Bjorn Kraft
President



Dr. K. Dienikoit

The Balkan VVolcano

Recent events in Croatia have again
brought the Balkans to the attention of
the world.

Once again, the Balkans are under
scrutiny and this should surprise no-
body, as the deep-rooted and deter-
minant causes of dispute and misunder-
standing still exist. Europe has not
even tried to solve the problem in an
equitable manner and, sooner or later
but unavoidably, the Balkan "powder-
keg" is to> explode. Let us hope this
will not happen in an especially unfa-
vourable moment for the future of Eu-
rope.

Tito's Yugoslavia — a pre-eminently
Communist country which was entrust-
ed the particular part of the "Trojan
horse" of the Communist movement in-
to the free world, — is suffering from
an incurable disease, inherent in any
multinational state.

The disintegration of multinational
states is an unavoidable process. Not
long ago; it was Turkey which was the
"sick man" of Europe. Yesterday, it
was the turn of the Austro-Hungarian
Empire. Today it is Yugoslavia. The
Soviet Russian empire, a mixture of
various nations, volens nolens will en-
ter his road which is natural, irrevers-
ible and in line with the sense of His-
tory. Freedom and independence of U-
kraine, Byelorussia, of the Baltic coun-
tries, of the Caucasian nations— Geor-
gia, Armenia and others — may be de-
layed through the use of arms- It can-
not be prevented and it will come as
surely as day follows night.

Some may object that today we live
in the time of the Common Market, a
period when thei need of unifying and
planning economies tends to the crea-
tion of groups of states with supra na-
tional capacities, and ask whether such
a disintegration is really necessary.
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Let us not mix together things which
are thoroughly different. Let us not get
confused. Creation of Yugoslavia did
not result from a common understand-
ing and free agreement of the peoples
involved- It is the result of a dictate
enforced from one side only without
the populations involved being consi-
dered and their opinion being sought
in any way. The bloody opposition
which followed this creation — in
Croatia as well as in Macedonia —
confirms this fact. Look again through
the newspapers of that period. You will
find examples of complete human sa-
crifices, such as that of the young Bul-
garian woman Mara Bouneva, equal to
Jan Palach's or Alla Horska's (just to
mention these two) nowadays. During
the period between the two World
Wars, the struggle reached its full mo-
mentum with King Alexander's murder
in Marseilles. The acrobat — Vlado
Chernosemski — was considered ahero
by the oppressed peoples of the Yugo-
slav Kingdom.

After World War Il the only thing
that changed was the name of the coun-
try which, being a Kingdom, became
a Federation. Federation in words on-
ly, since the name is devoid of mean-
ing as it is understood in the Western
world. Tito's Yugoslavia remained a
totalitarian state, where a minority sets
its will by contention, and aims at as-
similating its neighbours forcefully in-
cluded in the state. Therefore, the Cro-
ats are requested to Serbianize their
language; the Macedonians are impos-
ed one which is not the language they
have used for thirteen centuries alrea-
dy; they must use a language which is
alien to the Macedonian population.

In such circumstances, can't we
speak of genocide?

Where are the sources, what is the
genesis of such a political situation?



The baby, conceived by the French
leaders after World War Il, and whose
existence was ratified by the Neuillv,
Saint-Germain and Trianon Peace Trea-
ties, was born with some congenital
malformations which prevented it from
leading a long and quiet life-.

The decision taken by Clemenceau re-
garding the Balkans was dictated by a
feeling of revenge, and with no consi-
deration at all of the views of his
partners. This unequitable decision
proved harmful for peace in the Bal-
kans. If World War Il's atrocities have
expanded over the Balkan area, the
reason is to- be found in that decision.

After World War Il, in the euphoria
of their victory, the Allied Powers de-
cided, in order tolplease- Stalin, to grant
Georges Clemenceau's little Balkan
monster a further delay. What is to
come out of this second mistake can
easily be foreseen: peace and safety of
Europe are in danger.

If one of these days the Balkans burst
out in flames again, it will be just un-
fair to- incriminate the Balkan peoples
for it. It might also happen that, once
again, the Balkans will cause a new
cataclysm, whether local or general.

It is always easy to judge from the
effect. Scientific principles require that
one judges from the cause rather than
the effect. Therefore, as we said above,
the cause lies in the Paris Treaties of
1919 and in their mere renewal after
World War ll, as far as the territorial
dispositions regarding Yugoslavia are
concerned. Twice was the same error
committed: sooner or later it will lead
to- the same- conclusion. Neither in 1919
nor in 1945 did anyone ask the Croa-
tian, Macedonian, Albanian, Hungarian,
Slovenian, Dalmatian populations to-
express — freely and not under com-
pulsion — their wishes. These peoples
are deprived of their right to self-deter-
mination, an elementary right. As a
consequence, a multinational state was
compulsorily reinstated, and a certain
propaganda is now trying to give it an

idyllic and fatherlike aspect, while o-
thers shut their eyes and agree to
everything. Don't we realize that by
depriving millions of human beings of
their freedom, we are committing the
major sin of our civilization?

Recently we were most surprised
when reading in a French newspaper
— Le Monde — a declaration by the
new Ambassador of Yugoslavia in Pa-
ris, Mr. Nijaz Dizdarevic. On June 13th
1972, Mr. Dizdarevic was the guest of
the Parisian diplomatic press. Answer-
ing the questions of the journalists as
to- the internal situation in Yugoslavia,
the Ambassador alluded to the "fast-
ness with which the separatist tenden-
cies are being eliminated in Croatia,
and this with the support of the popu-
lation of the said Republic.”

We shall not insist upon the ways
and speed with which the Croatian na-
tionalist tendencies are being “elimi-
nated". We have enough examples to
illustrate the process, amongst which
the Bleiburg massacre remains the most
striking and significant one. We are
just surprised, and should only like to
know how, as by enchantment, a prob-
lem which a great many governments
in Belgrade were unable to solve- for
over fifty years, can be said today to
be happily resolved, for the greatest
satisfaction of a press conference!

Our knowledge of History allows us
to assert that m unless all alien popu-
lations- (Croats, Slovenians, Bulgarians
of Macedonia and "Western Borders",
Albanians of Kossovo and Hungarians
of Vo-ivodine) are totally liquidated —
the question will remain pending, and
will remain so ready to arise again like
the mythological bird Phoenix when
one is least prepared for it.

The Bulgarian national and anti-Co-m-
munist emigration keeps a close- watch
on, and is extremely concerned with
the developments of Soviet Russian po-
licies regarding Yugoslavia. For the
time being these- policies tend toward
strengthening Tito's regime and grant-
ing him a further remission.
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As far as thelanti-Co-mmunist struggle
is concerned, and more especially in
the field of foreign policy, the main
points in our fight are as follows:

1 A struggle against Russification
of Bulgaria and freedom from Soviet
Russia's seizure — economically, poli-
tically and culturally — upon Bulgaria;
and

2. A settlement of the Macedonia
issue.

A change of the Russian policy re-
garding Macedonia would considerably
reinforce the anti-Communist bloc in-
side Bulgaria. Don't forget that if there
exists one question which alone may
gather a crushing majority, it io the
question towards which even Bulgarian
Communists themselves are sensitive.
Peaceful and hardworking Bulgaria has
had to compel itself to undertake four
wars in thirteen years' time. If again
Moscow gives Belgrade the preference,
deciding to contain Bulgaria's yearn-
ings, we might well register some up-
heaval within the Party itself. This ex-
plains why the Bulgarian Communist
Party (BCP) is showing some caution
in following Russian policies on this
issue. Todor Zhivkov's — President of
the State Council — and Stanko' Todo-
rov's —aPresident of the Council of Mi-
nisters — flash trip to- Moscow is most
significant in this respect. Conversely,
a change in the Russian policy towards
— that is in favour of Yugoslavia —
would in absolutely no way strengthen
the Communist bloc. BCP's dissatisfac-
tion would not go further than trying
to obtain economic advantages for Bul-
garia. However, in the case of an out-
break of hostilities, the Bulgarian Ar-
my would not fight so well. Whilst the
Yugoslav Army — whatever the ene-
my to be fought — would fall apart
with weak Serbia alone being defended
and, if that, then by means of tradition-
al guerrilla warfare.

Such a change in the Russian policy
— and for the time being nothing indi-
cates that such a radical change does
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exist — would just mean going back
to the tsars' traditional politics, from
which Stalin drew inspiration later. It
would not be based upon justice (if
ever one can look for justice in politi-
cal matters), but upon the moment's re-
quirements. It remains to be seen whe-
ther such a change would strengthen
or, on the contrary, weaken the forces
of the countries of the Warsaw Pact.

A political change in favour of Yu-
goslavia over Bulgaria, Hungary and
Rumania will strengthen national and
anti-Communist forces, and will stimu-
late the struggle for freedom and na-
tional independence. As a consequence,
in case of a conflict there would be a
weakening of the left sidelof the War-
saw Pact countries, where Bulgaria is
to' play an important part, that is the
part of fer-de-lance towards the "warm
seas" — Aegean and Mediterranean
— the strategic importance of which is
realized by everybody.

On the contrary, a clear and strong
acknowledgement in favour of self-de-
termination by the different peoples of
Yugoslavia — Croats, Bulgarians of
Macedonia and Western borders, Hun-
garians of Voivodine, Albanians of
Kossovo', and others — would automa-
tically place Soviet Union on the pe-
destal of "champion of national self-
determination” and would considerably
strengthen the left flank of the War-
saw Pact countries. Soviet forces would
make their way to' the Adriatic Sea
and, similarly, in case of a conflict,
anti-Communist activities on these
countries' territory would be tragically
endangered. The slogan "FREEDOM"
would be counter-balanced by "LETS
DEFEND OUR NATIONAL SOIL", be-
cause eventually, being defeated would
mean going back to status quo ante,
that is bringing again into subjection
part of the populations involved.

Ultimately and all things considered,
the problems of the anti-Communist
struggle in the Balkans are closely re-
lated to- century-old problems of the
subjugated peoples which will have to



be given due consideration. These is-
sues will, in one way or another, be de-
pendent upon ideological theories them-
selves. The margin for movement of the
Bulgarian Communist Party as. well as
of the Croatian Communist Party, is
extremely narrow. The former is solid-
ly linked to Soviet Russia, whilst the
latter is completely dependent upon
Belgrade.

The question of Tito's heir is about
to- arise and an important diplomatic
gamelis before us. Isthe Western world
ready to. play it, or will it stay on the

touch-line? Peace or war in the Balkan
will depend upon the answer to this
question. For the time being, it is. im-
possible to assume thatthe West would
adopt any definite position departing
from what has been its traditional po-
licy in the matter.

Once again, w,e come to the conclu-
sion: Ohrid's and Zagreb's, as well as
Kyiv's, Sofia's or Riga's freedom and
independence depends upon the disso-
lution of the Russian empire into inde-
pendent, national states, of the subju-
gated peoples.

A Change of Frontiers of ihe Naiional Republics
Proposed in Moscow

A Soviet Russian economist unex-
pectedly suggested a change of fron-
tiers of the national republics. The eco-
nomist is Prof. Victor V. Kistanov, a
member of the Council for the Study
of Productive Forces, the chief govern-
ment agency for the study of location
of Soviet industry in accordance with
state planning. In his article, published
in the- December 1972 issue of the pe-
riodical Voprosy ekonomiky, Kistanov
proposes that the boundaries of the na-
tional republics be revised to corre-
spond with the needs of "effective
economic coordination and state plan-
ning". The present frontiers of the na-
tional republics correspond to the eth-
nical boundaries of respective nationa-
lities, writes Kistanov, forgetting about
the fact that Ukrainian territories, as
for instance, the Kursk, the Voronizh
and the Kuban regions are incorpo-
rated in the Russian SFSR not in the
Ukrainian SSR. It is interesting to note
that Kistanov's suggestive article ap-
peared on the anniversary of the found-
ing of the USSR.

The need to revise the frontiers of
the national republics was substantiat-
ed by Kistanov by referring to the pro-
phet Lenin who maintained that "the
national composition of the population
was a significant factor in determining

the frontiers, but it was neither the
sole nor the most important factor". Of
more importance are the economic fac-

tors. Kistanov emphasizes that the
boundaries of the national republics
often cut across economic districts

which could develop much better if
they were under a single administra-
tion. As an example, Kistanov cited
the Ferghana Valley in Central Asia
which is an integral economic district
producing cotton, in spite of the fact
that it belongs to three different re-
publics: Uzbekistan, Tadzhikistan and
Kirgizia.

Prof. Kistanov recalls that in the past
there were instances of alterations of
the boundaries of the national repub-
lics with mutual consent of the inter-
ested parties. He also reminds that in
the past attempts have been made to
set up an international administration
for integral economic districts encom-
passing various republics. Such at-
tempts were made by Khrushchev
wholestablished a single economic ad-
ministration for Central Asia, the Cau-
casus and the Baltic republics- After
the fall of Khrushchev in 1964, his suc-
cessors stopped putting his plans into
effect.

Now, as the article by Kistanov
proves, the Brezhnev clique wants to
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return to Khrushchev's plans. Kista-
nov's article is a signal that this clique
is preparing a revision of the frontiers
of the national republics, which will be
of the greatest benefit to the Russian
SFSR. The article is a test baloon re-
leased by the Brezhnev clique in order
to ascertain the response in the USSR.
But Brezhnev himself supports these
plans, as can be established from the
content of his speech at the festivities
marking the 50th anniversary of the
USSR, which were held on December
21st of last year. Mentioning in his
speech a 15-year state plan, now under
preparation and which is to include the
years 1976-1990, Brezhnev declared
that this plan will take into considera-
tion. the good of the entire USSR, and
not the interests of its individual re-
publics.

For these reasons, the current year
can already bring de facto changes in
the boundaries of the national repub-
lics of the USSR. These changes will
be effected allegedly to foster econo-

mic interests, but in reality they will
serve the interests of great-power Rus-
sian chauvinism. Of course, the reali-
zation of these plans will encounter
sharp resistance within the; national re-
publics which will be losing their na-
tional territory. Such opposition occur-
red in Central Asian, the Caucasian
and the Baltic republics in Khrush-
chev's time and had been the reason
why his successors abandoned the' exe-
cution of Khrushchev's plans. Now this
resistance will be even more acute, for
Brezhnev's revisions will infringe upon
the territories of the national republics.
This opposition will only intensify the
difficult internal situation within the-
USSR, which can have far-reaching
consequences in foreign policy as well.
All this is not being taken into' consi-
deration by the Brezhnev clique. Blind-
ed by the great-power chauvinism, it
will commit glaring errors in the con-
viction that this is enhancing Mos-
cow's grandeur.

TELEGRAM

His Excellency Nguyen Van Thieu
President of the Republic of Vietnam

The Executive Board of the European Freedom Council meeting on
28th January 1973 in Bonn, respectfully sends greetings and warmest
wishes to Your Excellency, and through you to your heroic people.

It is our earnest hope that the people of South Vietnam may capture
the minds and hearts of the North Vietnamese so that the spirit of free-
dom and true peace will one day prevail in the whole of Vietnam.

On behalf of the Executive Board of the European Freedom Council
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Ole Bjorn Kraft
President



Prof. Vasyl Plyushch, M. D.

Genocide of the Ukrainian People

Artificial Famine in the Years 1931-1933

In the history of Ukraine, there were
quite a few difficult periods and sad
anniversaries. At the very dawn of
state existence of Ukraine-Rus, our
lands were plundered by various no-
mads, such as the Polovtsi and the Pe-
chenigs, for Ukraine was then, an out-
post of European civilization in the
East. In the 13-14 century Ukraine suf-
fered a dangerous Tataro-Mongol in-
vasion, again defending Europe from
destruction. Horrible were the plagues
of the 14-15 century, when Ukraine
was visited by black death, which ex-
terminated scores of thousands of peo-
ple, wiping out hundreds of villages
and townsl)

In the more recent history of U-
kraine, we can also record distressing
periods when our nation sustained
heavy losses. A long-drawn-out strug-
gle with the Poles, with many bloody
battles and the ruining of our economy
and culture by the enemy; the conquest
of Ukraine by the Russian state, when
tens of thousands of our people died
in wars and later at so-called canal
construction projects; the division of
Ukraine between the Russian empire
and Poland and later between Russia
and Austria, which was also paralleled
by destruction not only of the human
potential of our native land, but also
of our statehood, culture, traditions,
even by the prohibition to use our na-
tive language.?

Very painful for the Ukrainian na-
tion has been its defeat in the libera-
tion struggle of 1917-21, when following
the reestablishment by the will of the
Ukrainian people ofthe Ukrainian state
— the Ukrainian National Republic,
after long resistance, Ukraine was oc-
cupied again, this time by Communist
Russia.3

But the most horrible years in U-
kraine's history were 1931-1933, the
years of so-called Stalinist famine.

In the normal world, when we men-
tion famine, we think of disaster most
often called forth by natural pheno-
mena, such as frost, draught, floods or
other natural catastrophes, an .evil
which in the contemporary civilized
world, highly developed both economi-
cally and socially, most often occurs in
underdeveloped, overpopulated, poor
countries, as for instance India, South
America, Africa and so forth. Thei out-
break of famine, and of such dimen-
sions as had been the 1931-33 famine
in Ukraine, a European country with
the richest and most fertile soil in the
whole world, a country known as the
breadbasket of Europe, a country which
for almost ten years had been included
in the planned, so-called socialist eco-
nomic system of the USSR, that is a
huge state with immense areas of land
and theoretically unlimited reserves of
agricultural production, attracted close
attention immediately.4)

How could famine occur in a coun-
try in which the harvest constituted
18,000,000 tons even in a bad year like
1931, i-e. it was greater than in 1928?
How could it assume such catastrophic
proportions, in particular when one
considers that Ukraine was a compo-
nent in the planned economy of the
USSR and could obtain deliveries from
other parts of the USSR even in case
of crop failure?

In order to grasp the dreadfulness of
this event, perhaps unique in world
history, one must briefly pause over
the history preceding the Stalinist fa-
mine.

For centuries the Ukrainian nation
stubbornly fought for its independent
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state existence against its subjugator
— Russia.

The great February 1917 revolution
at last liberated it from the infamous
prison of nations — the Russian em-
pire, and led to the establishment of
an Independent Ukrainian State. But
Russia — Communist by now — did
not wish to reconcile itself with the
loss of its richest colony, Ukraine, its
breadbasket and supplier of countless
natural resources. Concealing them-
selves behind the slogans of world re-
volution and the liberation of the wor-
kers from .exploitation, the Red rulers
of Moscow, with the help of an over-
whelming military force reoccupied
the territories of our native country,
a state which then had the most pro-
gressive social legislation and was go-
verned primarily by socialists.5 Our
people could not reconcile themselves
with foreign rule, with the Commu-
nist system, completely alien to their
mentality, and finally with overt plun-
dering of their land and property by
the occupants, and engaged for years
in guerrilla warfare. This struggle was
crushed by the most brutal terror. But
open armed struggle was replaced by
secret nationwide resistance to the
Russian occupants. Resistance was car-
ried on by numerous Ukrainian under-
ground organizations; resistance was
practiced by the; Ukrainian intellegen-
tsia; finally resistance was carried on
by the peasants.6)

In the years 1929-30, Russia dealt a
severe blow tolthe Ukrainian nation.
In these years, almost the entire na-
tional elite of the Ukrainian people
had been arrested or terrorized, and
not only in the cultural centers such
as Kyiv, Kharkiv, Odessa, Dniprope-
trovsk, but also!in provincial and coun-
ty towns and even in villages.

Yet, one force remained, which in
spite of the heavy losses, continued to
put up resistance to the Russian occu-
pants in Ukraine. It was the Ukrainian
peasantry.
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The mammoth work done in the time
of the Ukrainian national revolution,
in the time of the Ukrainian statehood,
in the time of the Ukrainian national,
cultural renaissance which began in
1917, the work of SVU (Union for the
Liberation of Ukraine) and SUM (U-
krainian Youth Association), and the
UAPTsi (Ukrainian Autocephalous Or-
thodox Church) and other underground
anti-Soviet organizations and of hun-
dreds of thousands of the Ukrainian
intelligentia had not been in vain.

The Ukrainian peasantry, strength-
ened spiritually, nationally and econo-
mically, constituted a giant force op-
posing the Russian occupation regime
and the Communist ideology. This was
very well understood both by the lea-
ders of the Russian Communist party
and the local Communist lackeys.
Without a victory over the Ukrainian
peasants, Russia's victory over U-
kraine, the victory of the Communist
system, was impossible.

Russia was particularly clearly a-
ware of the power of the Ukrainian
peasantry in the time of the so-called
New Economic Policy- Ukrainian pea-
sants at one time had believed the
sweet promises of the Soviet govern-
ment and the Communist party con-
cerning the improvement of their eco-
nomic conditions. The distribution a-
mong the peasants of lands belonging
to landlords, monasteries and churches,
the promise® to secure this land for
perpetual use of the poor and middle
peasants, the abolition of "food requi-
sitioning” and open plundering of the
Ukrainian peasants by provision and
Chekist detachments, economic relaxa-
tions, permission to engage in free
trade, a substitution of a tax in kind for
"food requisitioning”, encouragement
of intensification of agriculture — all
this gave impetus to the initiative of
our hard-working peasants, tolthe de-
velopment of agriculture. On the other
hand, active work in the villages of
tens of thousands of Ukrainian intelli-
gentsia, who in the years; of blossom-



ing of the national life, the first years
of Soviet government, having no op-
portunity to engage in active political
work turned their energies to' the rais-
ing of the economic and cultural level
of the Ukrainian peasants, produced a
great effect. The Ukrainian peasants
with the assistance of the then na-
tional cooperative system, the agricul-
tural credit system, the Ukrainian
Church and the Ukrainian agronomists
largely improved their farms, began to
prosper and to become nationally morel
conscious. But the enrichment of the
Ukrainian peasants and their further
national enlightenment in no way de-
creased their negative attitude to the
socialist-Communist system and the
Russian occupying power.

The Ukrainian peasants became a
threat to the Russian occupants. It was
enough for the Ukrainian peasants to
stop or even to decrease their deliv-
eries to the cities of Ukraine, particu-
larly the delivery of grain and other
agricultural products to Moscow, for
all the plans of the Communist govern-
ment in the sphere of development of
so-called socialist industry to become
completely illusory. Food deliveries to
Russia, to the army, to the cities de-
pended on the good grace of the U-
krainian peasants. In addition, as is al-
ways the case, the raising of the pea-
sants' economic level, increased their
national self-consciousness and their
political awareness.

The work of the SVU had already
shown clearly that the Ukrainian pea-
sant is beginning to be quite aware of
the fact that without Ukrainian state-
hood his well-being and his economic
and political rights cannot be guaran-
teed.

The occupation regime had to cope
with this growing economic, political,
but primarily national power.

The leaders of the Communist party
always treated the peasants with con-
tempt and hatred, in particular those
in Ukraine as the stronghold of "bour-
geois" and national element. Incorpo-

rating Ukrainian peasants into the Com-
munist system by way of arguments,
agitation and propaganda proved im-
possible. Hence, Russia was faced with
the problem of either yielding before
this element, or breaking its resistance
by whatever means.

The Central Committee of the Rus-
sian Communist Party (Bolsheviks), un-
der direct leadership of Joseph Stalin,
worked out and put into practice an
inhuman, and really diabolical plan to
break this resistance, not only through
forced collectivization of agriculture,
i. e- the impoverishment of the Ukrain-
ian peasantry, but also by way of phy-
sical annihilation of the Ukrainian po-
pulation by the millions.

The basis of the plan was to break
the biological and moral stamina of the
Ukrainian people, the liquidation of pri-
vate ownership of land and the com-
plete .enslavement of the Ukrainian
peasants.

Tactical measures included the fol-
lowing:

1) Carrying out of forced, mass, sud-
den collectivization, i.e. confiscation
of land, the means of production and
food reserves from the Ukrainian pea-
sants;

2) Liquidation of all, without excep-
tion, active”, enterprising elements of the
village, i.e. the so-called kulaks and
middle peasants;

3) Imposition upon the robbed U-
krainian peasants of too difficult, utter-
ly impossible plans for the delivery of
grain and other agricultural products;

4) Carting away of all types of agri-
cultural products from the villages of
Ukraine;

5) Introduction of artificial famine',
hence physical extermination of mil-
lions of the Ukrainian people.

A swift ushering in of collectiviza-
tion produced shock on one hand, but
on the other hand it resulted in active
resistance to' collectivization.

The November plenum of the Com-
munist Party of Ukraine (Bolsheviks)

23



and the government of the Ukr. SSR13,
being well aware of the attitudes of
the Ukrainian peasants, prudently re-
solved to bring collectivization of agri-
culture to 21.6 % of all land by Octo-
ber 1930, but this did not please Mos-
cow. By a resolution dated January 5,
1930, the CC RCP (B)1)) ordered an ac-
celeration of collectivization and its
conclusion in one or two years’ time.
At the same time "the kulaks as a
class" should be liquidated. In as much
as not only rich or well-to-do Ukrain-
ian peasants were considered to be
"kulaks", but all those who resisted
collectivization, this was an order call-
ing for the extermination of all Ukrain-
ian peasants, that is, an order of con-
scious genocide.

(Thus, for instance, the USSR go-
vernment resolution dated January 30,
1933 "On the Consolidation of Kolkho-
zes" permitted confiscation of all pro-
perty and deportation to> Siberia of all
peasants who refused to join the kol-
khozes.)

Attempts by members of the govern-
ment of the Ukr. SSR and various pro-
minent Ukrainian Communists to pro-
test against Moscow's barbarous deci-
sions were answered by the CC RCP (B)
and Stalin with repressions against the
insubordinate.

The government of the Ukr. SSR and
the CP (B) U had to- comply obediently
with the orders from Moscow. 74,500
party members and 10,500 industrial
workers, without counting around
20,000 persons who were sent only
temporarily, were dispatched to the
villages in order to put into effect the
obviously forced collectivization of
agriculture.y

Agitators from the party and mobi-
lized public servants, including tea-
chers, agronomists and doctors, went
from village tolvillage agitating for the
kolkhozes, promising earthly paradise
tO the future kolkhoz workers. But the
Ukrainian peasants resisted and did not
want to join the kolkhoz. Statements
on the entry to kolkhozes were signed
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by them only under pressure of open
terror, often physical tortures. The in-
submissive were evicted from their
homes as kulaks, thrown out into the
open or deported to Siberia.

The following figures give an idea
of the tempo of collectivization of agri-
culture in Ukraine:

By October 1, 1928, 3.4 °/o of all home-
steads and 3.8 % of all land have- been
collectivized. By October 1, 1929, 8.6°/0
of all homesteads and 8.9% of all land
have been collectivized. By March 10,
1930, 65% of all homesteads and 70%
of all land have been collectivized. By
March 10, 1930, 70% of all working
cattle has been collectivized.®

But such collectivization ruined agri-
culture and caused uprisings. Famine,
which we shall describe below, was the
result.

Stalin feared that the Ukrainian ele-
ment will topple him, will topple his
government, will destroy Russian Com-
munism. He later told his friends, the
great Western statesmen during and
after World War Il, about this most
frightening period in his life. A recol-
lection of this horror prevented him
from committing total genocide against
the Ukrainian people during World
War Il, which he planned to carry out.
This was openly related by N. Khrush-
chev at a Party Congress after Stalin's
death.1)

Forced collectivization was halted
temporarily. As a result, by July 1,
1930, the percentage of collectivization
fell drastically (only 30-4% of all home-
steads and 39.7% of all land remained
in the collectives.18

In 1930 Russia increased grain pro-
duction in Ukraine by 115% in com-
parison with 1926-27, with the credit
going mainly toc private ownersl), but
Ukrainian peasants continued to leave
the kolkhozes en masse, taking back
their cattle and equipment. Were this
trend to continue, not a trace of the
kolkhozes would have remained in U-
kraine.



How mercilessly was the collectivi-
zation (a process of forced transition
from private ownership of land to so-
cialist, collective agriculture) being
introduced could he seen from the press
of the time, and from the reports of
regional and district governments and
party committees. In a span of several
weeks, or .even days, dozens of villages
were reported to have been converted
100% to a collective system. Cattle and
agricultural implements were pulled to-
gether to' separate, unsuitable farm-
steads. In the process of collection the
implements were either broken or left
in the open. The cattle was left unat-
tended, even unfed, for days, even
weeks. Scores of families of so-called
kulaks were driven from each village
into the fields and left in the open;
their .property was either robbed or
sold for next to nothing; their houses
were demolished or left unattended.

Much has already been written a-
bout collectivization and the artificial
famine in Ukraine in 1930-33. It is not
the purpose of this article to describe
in detail all the horrors of forced col-
lectivization and so-called Stalinist fa-
mine. We shall only make a brief sum-
mary.

The collectivization of agriculture,
that is the conversion of agriculture
from private ownership into the so-
cialist-Communist state ownership was
anticipated by Marx8 and was includ-
ed in the Marxist social programs, in-
cluding the program of the RCP (B)*.7)
But according to F. Engels the process
of collectivization of agriculture was
to have taken place completely volun-
tarily and slowly.8

Even Lenin recommended avery cau-
tious introduction of collectivization,
in particular in Ukraine where the in-
dividualism of the Ukrainian peasantry
was quite marked and where the so-
called communal agriculture, rather
widespread in ethnic Russia, always
encountered resistance.9

Thus, in 1928, for instance, after a
prolonged and persistent agitation on

behalf of collective farms, there ex-
isted only 9,734 kolkhozes throughout
Ukraine, which owned only 2.5 °0o of
all farms and 2.9% of all land.1)

According to>the first version of the
First Five-Year-Plan of the Ukr. SSR,
collectivization of agriculture; was to>
have reached 12 °0o by the end of the
Five-Year-Plan.1l)

Such slow tempo of collectivization
of agriculture in Ukraine could never
satisfy Moscow. Therefore, it was first
necessary to break the resistance of all
the Ukrainian peasants, hence, to break
the resistance of the entire Ukrainian
nation, which we mentioned above. Se-
condly, it was necessary to guarantee
fantastic plans for the industrialization
of the USSR, for which adequate funds
were lacking. These funds could be ob-
tained only by way of merciless ex-
ploitation of the peasants, but the U-
krainian peasants did not wish to de-
liver grain to' a foreign state at ex-
tremely low prices and sabotaged Mos-
cow's plans. Thirdly, it was necessary
to deprive the Ukrainian peasants of
private means of production, to drive
them out of villages, to proletarize
them. Finally, it was necessary simply
to decimate the stubborn Ukrainian na-
tion, which for centuries struggled with
Russia for freedom and national inde-
pendence.

On November 17, 1929, the plenum
of the Central Committee of the Rus-
sian Communist Party (Bolsheviks) re-
solved to accelerate collectivization of
agriculture, decreeing with respect to-
Ukraine;

"Ukraine should provide an example
of organization of large-scale socializa-
tion of agriculture within a very short
time."1)

The question arises: why Ukraine,
when it was well known that Ukrain-
ian peasants in particular were com-
pletely unused to communal agricul-
ture, that particularly in Ukraine, col-
lectivization was encountering unusu-
ally stiff resistance.
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But alter a short breathing spell Rus-
sia mobilized its forces again. A purge
of party and government apparatus in
Ukraine was carried out; thousands; of
Russian Communists were mobilized;
the punitive apparatus of the NKVD
was established and military units were
mobilized for action in Ukraine.

An even more intensive, more brutal
collectivization began. Stalin's original
plan calling for the liquidation of at
least one-tenth of the Ukrainian nation
had to be implemented.

By April 1, 1931, 55.4°/o of all home-
steads and 61.9% of all land were collec-
tivized. By January 20, 1932, — 70%
and 73.5% respectively; by June 1,
1933, — 69.5% and 86.1%;by June 1,
1934, — 78% and 90.6%; by October 1,
1936, — 91.3% and 98.0%.2)

The extermination of Ukrainian pea-
sants by famine began already in 1931.
The 1931 harvest constituted 18,300,000
tons, of which 30-40% were lost during
harvesting and in transit.2))

From the actual harvest of 1931 the
Russian government requisitioned 7
million tons', leaving for the Ukrainian
population an avarage of 112 kg. of
grain per capital per year, and this pri-
marily for the urban population, not
that of the villages.2)

Upon the 1932 harvest, which e-
qualled about 12-13 million tons before
the harvest and on which losses at har-
vesting amounted to 50%, Moscow im-
posed a state purchase quota of 6.6
million tons, taking away more than 5
million tons, that is almost everything.
In 1933 on the average there were 83
kg. grain per capita per year for the
population of Ukraine, i.e. about 250
gr- a day. This is on the basis of offi-
cial statistics.2

In practice, things looked as follows.
In the first phase of collectivization in
1929-1930, the Ukrainian peasants, re-
sisting collectivization, i. e. the pillag-
ing of their property, forced confisca-
tion of grain, cattle and agricultural
implements, increased their consump-
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tion and began to conceal grain from
the government in and under their
houses, in gardens, orchards, fields,
meadows, forests, burying it in the
ground, slaughtering and eating cattle
and making boot-leg whiskey from
grain. The collected farm implements;
were taken back by the peasants. They
came out to; work in the kolkhozes on-
ly when forced by a whip, but the
work was sabotaged. Nourishment was
adequate but abnormal.

In the second short breathing spell,
most of the peasants left the kolkhozes
and began to work intensively on their
own land, securing almost a normal
harvest in 1931.

In the third period of collectiviza-
tion a tolerable famine began. The pea-
sants ate; most of their grain which was
buried in the ground. Another part of
grain was confiscated by brigades sent
from Russia in search of grain, and
those of local activists, who- went from
house to house, and through gardens,
orchards, fields and forests, cutting the
ground with special long steel pikes.

Naturally, grain stored in pantries,
barns and houses was confiscated tola
grain, often including the freshly cook-
ed beet soup and the newly baked
bread.

The peasants milked cows which
still remained here and there and gave
milk to drink to pigs, goats, chickens,
and even dogs, cats and crows.

In the; fourth period, when nothing
edible remained in and around home-
steads and in the fields, the peasants
began to; steal from kolkhoz ware-
houses- and to cut off ears from unri-
pened crops in the fields, for which
they were shot in compliance with a
law "on the pilferage of kolkhoz pro-
perty". They ate herbs, straw from the
houses' roofs-, bark from trees-. They
swelled from hunger and died in the-ir
homes, courtyards-, in the streets and
fields-. At that time the government
prohibited physicians to write death
certificates showing famine as the cause
of death and ordered them to state



dysentery, infectious diseases or vita-
min deficiency as the cause of death.
At the same time, a mass exodus of
peasants from the villages to the cities
began, where it was possible to pro-
cure some bread. The Ukrainian pea-
sant, a food supplier of the cities of
Russia, a nourisher of all of Western
Europe in the past, crawled (because he
could no longer stand on his feet) to>
the cities and begged for bread, begged
for deliverance from death by starva-
tion. But Russia was merciless. Earlier
it has been forbidden to issue passports
to peasants, and without passports itwas
impossible to buy a railroad ticket and
in general to appear in town. But in
spitei of this, the peasants converged
on the cities. There they were met by
the militia and the NKVVD detachments,
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Terror — A Means of Russian Genocidal Policy

The year 1972 and the fall of 1971
brought an increasing wave of repres-
sions, in particularin Ukraine and other
subjugated countries of the USSR. Nu-
merous instances of imprisonment,
searches, and interrogations are taking
place among the prominent and pres-
tigious leaders in the field of Ukrainian
culture,among the patriotic Ukrainian
intelligentsia, among the students and
workers. Brezhnev, a former chief of
political instructors of the 4th Ukrain-
ian Front in the Stalinist times, is re-
viving, quietly but consistently, the
Stalinist practice of repressions, at the
same time attempting to revitalize the
Philistinized and bureaucratized cadres
of Party bosses by an exchange of Par-
ty cards, so as to renew in Ukraine the
pogrom of the scope of the Postyshev
squeeze with sharpened claws of Party
apparatus and henchmen of the type of
Shcherbytskyi. A return to the rough
police methods as a way of reinforcing
the shaky ground in order to maintain
state power and of putting intoleffect
the plans of its domestic policy is a
proof not of strength but of weakness
of the totalitarian .empire.

In its domestic policy, the Commu-
nist Party of the Soviet Union, after a
50-year experience of totalitarian dic-
tatorship in the multinational empire,
turned out to be incapable of finding
at least one politically new and satis-
factory solution to the intricate com-
plex of internal contradictions created
by it.

The Constitution of the Soviet Union
has long been obsolete. It was never
put into effect because it was stillborn.
From the first day of its solemn procla-
mation until today, it was disregarded
in everyday experience. Elections have
not been elections, but appointments
of deputies assembled by the Party.
Trials have never been trials, only ce-
remonial and almost always secret con-
victions of those whom the police ap-
paratus confined to prison as political-
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ly inconvenient and designated for
them the necessary term of imprison-
ment, which the prosecutor then ground-
ed by an article. Civil liberties have not
been and are not liberties, but prohibi-
tions of religion, of independent scien-
tific conclusions, of expression of opin-
ion and criticism, of the form and con-
tents of literary and artistic creativity,
of a change of place of employment,
restrictions on higher education, etc.
Civil rights have not been rights, but
obligations of obedience to the Party,
the police, the factory manager, the
head of the kolkhoz. A voluntarily
concluded federative union has not
been a voluntary union of nations, but
the conquest of the non-Russian peo-
ples through wars — both Tsarist and
Russian-Leninist.

When Lev Lukyanenko, a lawyer,
was convicted in 1961 to death (later
commuted to- 15 years) for writing a
draft of the program of the still-to-be-
founded party, "Ukrainian Workers
and Peasants Union, the chief aim of
which was the realization of Article 17
of the USSR Constitution about seces-
sion of Ukraine as a "Union republic”
from the Soviet Union, — his act was
classified as high treason. KGB agent
Denisov told him: "The Constitution
exists for abroad". The KGB agent of
the Mordovian camp knew on the ba-
sis of long experience that the Consti-
tution never had and still does not
have any application within the USSR.

The same is known from everyday
experience by all thinking citizens,
with the exception of careerists, con-
formists and henchmen. This state of
constant lawlessness and arbitrariness
is the basic source of steady expansion
of diverse oppositional and resistance
movements, independent of those out-
side censorship.

The will of a despot — the ukase of
the Tsar-strangler, of butcher Stalin or
a decision of the Presidium of the Cen-
tral Committee of the Communist Party



have always been the supreme law and
the sole source of law in the Russian
empire. The citizens, in particular the
Ukrainians, never had any civil rights
or any influence on legislation. They
have been and are considered as "in-
habitants" —e as cogs in the machine
used for production. But they cannot
live forever with the feeling of provi-
sionality and uncertainty as to the cap-
ricious changes which tomorrow may
occur to the present or the new des-
pots.

The Russian leadership under Brezh-
nev does not venture to look for a po-

litical solution of the acute internal
conflicts between the Russians and the
subjugated nations and to' meet half
way the determined efforts of the post-
war generation to become itself. It at-
tempts helplessly to- return tolthe point
where the period of Stalin and his life
had ended, — as a dog who follows his
own tail. "Most likely, they will have-
enough strength left to strangle the
prisoners — wrote L. Lukyanenko- —
but it is impossible to imprison the con-
temporary spirit which constantly
gives birth to the likes of us." S. -

Double Subjugation of Slovakia

When — thirty-four years ago — the
Slovak Provincial Diet proclaimed the
renewal of the national independence
of Slovakia, there started anew chapter
not only in the history of the Slovak
nation, but actually in the development
and realization of the national idea in
Europe.

With happiness and pride both the
Slovak people in our enslaved home-
land as well as the refugees and exiles
now living in the free world remember
the day of the foundation of the Slovak
Republic.

We look back upo-n the historical
events which eventually led to victory
and the liberation of Slovakia, to the
rise and construction of the Slovak Re-
public. Remembering we see the dra-
matic development of historical hap-
penings, the hopeladen days of the vic-
torious March revolution of the Slovak
people, the declaration of independ-
ence of Slovakia, the foundation of the
Slovak Republic.

In our minds we relive the day of
victory: March 14, 1939! We relive the
unforgettable hours of victory and rap-
ture of the Slovak nation, the wonder-
ful time of liberty and the blossoming
of our homeland which had undergone
S0 many trials.

We look back upon our past — this
year being the 34th anniversary of the

foundation of the Slovak Republic. The
14th of March 1939 is not only the most
wonderful day in modem Slovak his-
tory, but also a turning point in the
life and destiny of Slovakia. The 14th
of March 1939 signifies the victory of
the- right for self-determination in Slo-
vakia.

Involuntarily, we are compelled to
compare these six happy years of free-
dom and independent statehood of Slo-
vakia to the ensuing twenty-eight
years of unhappiness, subjugation and
misery of the Slovak people. We- re-
member all that the 14th of March
brought to the Slovak people-, the his-
torical significance of the foundation
of the Slovak Republic and all that Slo-
vakia succeeded in attaining during the
years of its independent statehood- Slo-
vakia changed completely. The im-
mense- rise of the cultural and social
level, the economic prosperity and con-
solidation which exceeded even our
wildest expectations, are irrefutable
proof of the fact that the Slovak na-
tion was not only willing, but also
able to live, to- work, and to build in-
dependently. We have a right to- be
proud of the success of the Slovak
nation in attaining and achieving all
that it did under the guidance of the
Slovak Government, even in times of
fateful World War Il
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In spite of this, we should never for-
get the catastrophe which overcame
Slovakia and Europe in general in 1945,
Never can we forget the destruction
of the: Slovak nation, the tragedy of
the Slovak people and its minorities
since the end of World War Il. Six
happy years of freedom and prosperity
versus twenty-eight unhappy years of
subjugation and misery — the contrast
is enormous! And this contrast is be-
ing felt daily by the Slovak people in
our enslaved homeland. Therefore, the
14th of March and all that it signifies
is not only the unforgettable memento
of a wonderful past, but also an en-
couragement during this unhappy pre-
sent, a yearning, a goal, a hope, and
faith in a better future.

The 14th of March means that welare
under obligation to translate the true
aims of our Slovak people h> the free
world, and to proclaim the unadulte-
rated truth about Slovakia. We will
never cease to> make known that the
Slovak people is not prepared to ac-
guiesce to the present subjugation and
exploitation, nor to renounce its inde-
pendent national statehood.

The Slovak Republic continues to
exist as a state occupied by a foreign
power not only according to intema-

tional law, but it lives on in the hearts
of all Slovak patriots abroad and in the
hearts of its faithful sons and daugh-
ters at home. The liberation of the Slo-
vak Republic is the hope and goal of
the whole Slovak nation.

The relentless oppositon of the Slo-
vak people towards the foreign occu-
pation of Moscow and Prague give dai-
ly proof of the fact thatnot only does it
reject the criminal Communist dictator-
ship, but also the unlawful Czecho-
slovak artificial state construction. The
idea of national freedom and independ-
ent statehood, the spirit of the 14h of
March, live in the heart of our Slovak
people; they provide our nation with
the necessary strength to spiritually
overcome all the torments and abase-
ments of its present misfortune and mi-
sery.

That is the reason why the Slovak
people has not broken in spirit, even
after twenty-eight years of suffering
under the Czecho-Communist regime of
bondage and injustice. The Slovak na-
tion never has and never will stop its
fight against the Red tyranny and for-
eign occupation. The Slovak people
will not renounce its sovereign right,
its independent state] the Republic of
Slovakia. Michael E.

WORDS TO REMEMBER

The Communist bloc will never alter its goal of world communization. The pre-
sent smiling-face offensive of the bloc represents nothing but united-front stratagem
at tvork. No attempt on the part of any democratic nation to obviate confrontation
through negotiation and attain detente through conciliation will bring about peace.
Instead, it will only lead that nation into the enemy's iniquitous trap.

At this crucial moment when man has to choose between happiness and disaster
for his future, we must rally the forces of freedom, strengthen the bulwark of
mjustice, enhance our confidence in victory, arouse our moral courage and resolution

and strive for the security of the world.
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Whai the West Fails to Do

The revolutionary Organization of
Ukrainian Nationalists (OUN) is. the
strongest Ukrainian political and orga-
nizational factor which formulates and
influences the independence-minded,
anti-Russian and anti-Communist front
both in Ukraine and outside its bor-
ders, among the other subjugated na-
tions, as well as among freedom-loving
people of the world.

The revolutionary mainstay of the
liberation struggle in Ukraine and out-
side, as for instance, in the Russian
concentration camps of Siberia, have
been and still are the members of OUN
(Bandera followers), the fighters of
UPA (Ukrainian Insurgent Army) and
other revolutionaries oriented upon
them. Without the Bandera followers,
for example, the members of OUN and
UPA, the present-day liberation strug-
gle would not have such ideological or
mass-action magnetism. The technical
and organizational forms which unite
the members of the OUN and UPA are
adapted to. conditions under the ter-
rorist Russian police system. However,
it should be mentioned that while the
KGB was able to. perfect its methods
of combating the organized under-
ground, the underground also- gained
experience in its technical and organi-
zational methods. Thelrevolutionaries
are profiting from the experience gain-
ed in struggle.

The fact that the arrested members
of OUN-UPA are punished by death or
the highest terms in prisons or forced
labor camps, including the 25-year pri-
son term even for Red Cross volunteers
of OUN-UPA, proves that Moscow is
most afraid of the OUN-UPA. From
this we may conclude that the libera-
tion forces constitute the most serious
danger tolthe Russian empire; their
ideas are dynamic; their strategy of
struggle is the most expedient for the
liberation of a subjugated nation. The
resonance of their ideas and actions

can be seen in the various forms of
struggle of patriotic Ukrainian ele-
ments. Without the revolutionary ac-
tion of the OUN-UPA, such intensive
many-sided struggle, which is today
taking shape, would not be possible.

Our action has two arms: on the ter-
ritories of Ukraine and other subju-
gated countries, and in the free world.

In order to strengthen the moral,
ideological and political purpose of the
liberation struggle of Ukraine and
ether subjugated nations and in order
to counter-act the pro-Russian and pro”®
Bolshevik forces in the free world in
the period of intensive ideological
strife, where battle-lines often cut a-
cross nations, it is mandatory to con-
duct a broad campaign against Russian
imperalism and its henchmen, creat-
ing a world anti-Russian front. There-
fore, international conferences, mass
actions of emigres and the public of
the free nations, appropriate publica-
tions and information about the strug-
gle of the subjugated nations, transla-
tions into foreign languages of under-
ground literature, unfolding of a patrio-
tic front against pro-Russian and pro-
Communist influence and activities.,
and so forth, must be initiated. This-
campaign will weaken the pro-Russian
positions in the world as well as
strengthen the fighters in Ukraine and
in other subjugated countries morally
and politically, manifesting the fact
that they are not isolated and that com-
mon interests between the free and the
subjugated world do exist.

Besides the support of this second
arm of our front, it is mandatory that
the West support and help to expand,
in its. own interest, the liberation front
of Ukraine and other subjugated na-
tions, for example, transfer the front
onto* the territory of the subjugated
countries and onto, the enemy's territo-
ry and accept the fact that our front a-
gainst the aggressor in Ukraine and in-
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side the empire is its front. "Transfer
the front to-the territory of the enemy",
wrote the prominent English strategist,
Gen. J. F. C. Fuller, arguing in favor
of this idea from the point of view of
the interests of the free nations.

Our liberation struggle, with its
goals and strategic concepts, is in it-
self objectively advantageous for the
free world. It deserves in itself an all-
round support from the free nations,
from their governments and the mili-
tary.

The free countries of the world
should not subordinate the liberation
movements to their own political goals.
The principle "do- ut des" is effected
in the very fact of struggle, because
it is in itself beneficial to the free
world- Our struggle' has been stalling
for decades the expansion of Russian
aggression against the free countries,
in Europe, Asia, Latin America and
Africa. Our victory will spell victory
for the free nations.

The national liberation revolutiona-
ry uprisings — that is insurrections —
depend upon the ripening of the revo-
lutionary situation and the fulfillment
of definite preconditions, namely psy-
chological, moral, political, as well as
internal and external developments
based on a definite independent plan,
which is being realized systematically
and energetically, and cannot be a func-
tion dependent upon tactical or stra-
tegic pressure of the free countries or
the Russian conqueror and aggressor.
The accumulation and activization of
the national and political conscious-
ness, the independence of action aim-
ing at liberation goals, require a
planned systematic action from abroad
as well.

Minimal forms of outside support are
constantly needed.

Our own radio stations which, ac-
cording to our plan and in line with
cur concepts, would transmit broad-
casts from the free nations of Europe,
the Middle East, the Far East or broad-
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cast from ships. At least one broad-
casting station for Ukraine should al-
ready have been set up in Western
Europe, but it would be desirable to
broadcast in other languages of the sub-
jugated peoples united in ABN as well.
It is also important to have Ukrainian-
language broadcasts for Kazakhstan
and Siberia, where there are millions
of Ukrainian deportees.

It is necessary to surround the USSR
and the satellite states with Ukrainian
and ABN information centres, with the
aim of ideological and political infil-
tration into the empire (with the help
of appropriate literature — pamphlets,
leaflets, etc.) including the non-Russian
soldiers of the Soviet Army in CSSR,
"GDR" and all other occupied lands.

It is mandatory to continue OUN and
ABN publications, in large numbers, of
pamphlets, leaflets, books, periodicals
and newspapers in Ukrainian and other
languages with the aim of sending
them to Ukraine and other occupied
nations in the USSR. (Lenin published
the periodical ISKRA and send it to the
tsarist empire from Switzerland.) So
far, the sending of pamphlets, leaflets,
newspapers and books through various
channels to- different addresses in U-
kraine and in other countries of the
USSR has had a noticeable response.
Scholarly and voluminous works of
Ukrainian classics, as well as of West-
ern literature, which have been banned
there, have an ideological influence
upon the youth and the imperial elite
disorganizing them, setting them a-
gainst each other and spreading intri-
gues and distrust among them. This is
expedient in the- plan of waging a psy-
chological war.

The building up of information cen-
ters in Western ports to- work among
sailors manning Communist ships etc.
is also of advantage-

It is important to set up our own
center of psychological warfare com-
posed of experts from Ukraine and
ABN, with the aim of conducting re-



search primarily on the national, ideo-
logical, cultural and political struggle
of Ukraine and other subjugated na-
tions and not limiting itself to the com-
plex of economic or social oppression
and general violation of human rights,
as is usually done in the West. In other
words the center should have a broad
projection, studying the unfolding of
the many-sided national struggle a-
gainst colonialism with appropriate at-
tention to' the characteristic features of
each subjugated nation. The research
and the findings of this center would
serve as a source of ideas and popu-
lar formulas for mass application in the
countries subjugated in the USSR, as
well as means of orienting the inter-
ested circles in the free nations about
the true state and perspectives of the
national revolutionary liberation strug-
gle of Ukraine and other subjugated
nations.

This center could also cooperate
with the NATO center on psychologi-
cal warfare, if the latter should be ac-
tivated.

This center must be guided by con-
cepts, independent from the tactical de-
mands of foreign policy of the govern-
ments of the free states for the time
being...

Young Ukrainians in exile must be
trained for insurgent-guerrilla war in
Ukraine, for the situation could de-
mand their participation, under certain
conditions, in this struggle. Military
schools of free countries could be of
great help in this respect.

The governments and the military of
free nations should prepare the estab-
lishment of volunteer units, especially
from among the young people whose
parents come from Ukraine and other
countries subjugated by Russian impe-
rialism, and train them in insurgent-
guerrilla warfare. Their airlifting, un-
der appropriate conditions and time, to
Ukraine or other subjugated countries
would have to be a part of the strate-
gic plan of the center of revolutionary
liberation struggle of Ukraine, or other

subjugated countries. However, such
sending of freedom fighters from ab-
road without prior agreement could
have tragic consequences, since the re-
volutionary forces in Ukraine for ex-
ample, without a predetermined mu-
tual strategic plan, could treat the
guerrillas dropped by some country of
the free world as Bolshevik provoca-
teurs.

The military-guerrilla steps under-
taken by any free country with respect
to' Ukraine would require a political
agreement between the responsible po®
litical liberation center (OUN) in U-
kraine and the said free state.

The plan of national military units
in the form of volunteers must be co-
ordinated with the whole strategic and
political concept of the revolutionary
center of Ukraine and of any other
subjugated country.

Based on the principle of recognition
of the concept of political independ-
ence and the partnership with Ukraine,
such units of freedom fighters would
be an attracting force for Ukrainian
and other non-Russian soldiers of the
Soviet Army and would demobilize it.

Our revolutionary liberation plan
and a possible plan of assistance in
our struggle by the free countries, un-
der conditions of recognition of our
political goals and partnership, will be
coordinated and the program of our
over-all cooperation will be made more
precise.

Sooner or later the patriots of free
countries will grasp the truth that our
cause is their cause and he who helps
us helps himself- W. O.

Save us unnecessary expenses!
Send in your subscription for
ABN Correspondence
immediately!



"A Scrap of Paper"

The USSR is celebrating its 50th anniversary —

the jubilee of a state

where only every other citizen is a Russian. However, Russians are privile-
ged and the other nationalities no longer want to put up with this situation.

After half a century the Soviet Union
celebrated the anniversary of its found-
ing, advancing it from December 30 to
December 21.

Perhaps the comrades wanted to
honour the man who celebrated his
birthday on December 21. Brezhnev,
the official speaker, mentioned the
name of this man: Joseph Stalin- Half
a century ago Stalin had founded the
"Union of Soviet Socialist Republics"
(USSR), a vast empire that has since
aroused disgust or admiration, a spirit
of crusade or belief in progress — de-
pending on the respective point of
view of its environment. Hitler and
Churchill, Eisenhower and Adenauer,
Tito- and Mao tried to retort the reality
of the USSR although its enemies
agreed as little on its dangerousness
as did its friends on its value as a mo-
del.

If the Soviet leaders were to draw
up a balance sheet on the 50th anni-
versary celebration, they may justify
their backward society and economy,
whirl, are badly in need of an opening
to the West, not only by the archaic
state of affairs which they found fifty
years ego. r.or by the energies expend-
ed in their struggle with the White
Guards, the Hitlerite troops and the
Maoist Chinese. They also rule over
an empire, to which the legal term
"monster” applies, a term which Hegel
used in describing the late "Holy Ro-
man Empire".

The Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics is supposed to be a federal state
consisting of 15 Union republics (in-
cluding 20 autonomous republics-, 8 au-
tonomous regions and 10 national dis-
tricts), but de facto it is a unitary state,
often being identified with "Russia"
although many non-Russian peoples are
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living on about a third of its total ter-
ritory. This multinational state, how-
ever, isruled by Russians who are unre-
mittingly extolling the autonomy of
their member states, referring for in-
stance to the fact that it is marked in
each Soviet citizen's passport that he
is a Russian, a Ukrainian or an Uzbek.

Each Union republic of the USSR
has its own Supreme Soviet (cf. Parlia-
ment) and its own Council of Ministers
with a Prime Minister coming from the
respective country. However, his de-
puty in mostly a Russian and it is he
who- supervises the personnel policy-
Russian experts hold key positions;
e.g. the Army and the State Security
Service are in Russian hands and the
economy is centrally directed from
Moscow.

Each Union republic has its own
Party; the deputy of the country's par-
ty chief, however, is nearly always a
Russian. There is a curious exception:
the largest member state, i. e. the Rus-
sian Soviet Federative Socialist Repub-
lic (RSFSR) does not have its own Par-
ty: the RSFSR Party is identified with
the overall Party-

There has always been a Russian ma-
jority in the Central Committee. Even
in the Soviet of Nationalities — akind
of Federal Council — the RSFSR re-
presentatives are in the majority. In
1923 Stalin rejected the request of the
Ukrainian Prime Minister Rakovsky
that no- federal state should have more
than two-fifths of all representatives
(as provided by the Constitution of the
German Reich of 1871).

An overwhelming majority of the
Union Ministers is constituted by Rusr
sians: Since 1917 out of 400 Soviet Mi-
nisters only 8 have been Asiatics and
out of 64 members of the Politbureau



only 2 (today Asia is represented by
one member out of 15, i. e. Kunayev,
a Kazakh).

Lenin was struck by an apoplectic
fit; he could not participate in the dis-
cussion relating to the formation of the
Union himself. On December 30, 1922,
he dictated a warning to his secretary,
requesting the protection of "Russia's
non-Russian inhabitants ... against the
invasion of Great-Russian chauvinists,
essentially a brutal type of scoundrels
— the typical Russian bureaucrats"
unless the right of secession from the
Union was to be "a worthless scrap of
paper".’)

Since that time Russian has been the
language of communication and the
Army's language of command. The lan-
guages of the Turk peoples of Central
Asia, were provided with the Cyrillic
alphabet. The Transcaucasian Federa-
tion and Turkestan were divided into
8 "republics" in order to facilitate their
control.

Stalin justified Russification refer-
ring to' the Russian majority vis-a-vis
the total population of the USSR. The
Russian majority, however, was de-
creasing as the Soviet Union was ex-
tended: with the aid of Hitler, Stalin
reineorporated Western Ukraine, W est-
ern Byelorussia, Western Karelia, Bes-
sarabia and the Baltic states of Latvia,
Estonia and Lithuania into the Russian
Empire to which these countries be-
longed until 1917.2

Moreover, during the war Stalin dis-
solved the autonomous republics of the
Crimean Tatars, Kalmyks, Volga-Ger-
mans and the peoples of North Cauca-
sus that existed within the RSFSR and,
suspecting them of being pro-German,

') Lenin, however, was a great impostor

having the same aim but wishing to
proceed more tactically and prudently —
ABN Correspondence.

-) Not all of these countries were part

of the Russian Tsarist Empire — ABN
Correspondence.

he deported their inhabitants to Asia.
"Ukrainians escaped a similar fate on-
ly because they were too' numerous
and there was no place for deporting
them", Khrushchev declared later on,
"otherwise he would have deported
them, too".

Stalin provided Ukraine (and Byelo-
russia) with a seat in the United Na-
tions by the side of the Union and
"gave" her Western Ukraine and Car-
patho-Ukraine. He transferred Tannu
Tuva, having been annexed in Asia,
the island Sakhalin, all of the Karelo-
Finnish Republic and Northeastern
Prussia to the Russian Republic.

Since the end of World War Il the
Russian majority within the Soviet
Union has been melting away. From
1959 to 1970 (the last 2 censuses) the
number of Russians in the USSR in-
creased by 14.9 million, but that of non-
Russians by 18 million, for, non-Rus-
sian nationalities have a higher birth-
rate. In the Caucasus and Central Asia
it is twice as high as in Russia (1.46%).
The Republic of Azerbaijan with
300,000 mothers (out of 5 million inha-
bitants) having 5 or more children has
been the most assiduous one in that
respect; most of the holders of the hon-
orary title "heroic mother" (having 10
or more children) are living in Azer-
baijan, too.

In 1970 the Russians were just barely
in the majority3) in the Soviet Union:
129 million Russians as against 112.7 mil-
lion belonging to other nationalities (a-
mong these 45 million Ukrainians, 5 mil-
lion Balts, 30 million belonging to the
Caucasian and Turkestani peoples). Itis
foreseeable that Russians are going to.
lose their majority — and the justifica-
tion for their majority in all central
state decision making organs.

Non-Russian top officials are alrea-
dy requesting equality of rights parti-

3 According to the Russian census which
— as is well known — is falsified —
ABN Correspondence.
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cularly with respect to linguistic poli-
cy and investment dhlribution. For,
although Moscow invested much mo-
ney in non-Russian Union republics it
did so: in the interest of the central
state only. Thus, although the Baltic
states have been industrialized their
standard of living has dropped. Ukrain-
ians figured out that their country — if
it were independent — would possess
all resources necessary for an industri-
al state like France-

Nowadays the peoples of the Soviet
Union are no longer willing to put up
with the Russian hegemony and the
big Soviet Union seems to become the
scene of explosive nationality struggles.

Local Party leaders are referring to
Lenin: "Stalin's attitude in 1922 was
false... Lenin did not agree to Stalin's

project”, the Lithuanian Justas Palez-
kis, former Chairman of the Soviet of
Nationalities, recalled in the periodi-
cal, Novoye Vremya.

National Communists of the non-
Russian Soviet republics feel them-
selves invited by neighbouring peoples'
"democracies"” to emancipate them-
selves: Ukrainians by Czecho-Slovakia,
Moldavians by Rumania, Central A-
sians by China.

The Chinese Communists are even
deliberately instigating the subjugated
peoples against the Russians.
period from 1962 to 1969 the Chinese
counted revolts in 6 out of the 15 So-
viet republics.

Communist Party officialsin Kazakh-

stan were blamed for displaying "na-
tional narrow-mindedness and pre-
ference for local interests". Leading

comrades in Latvia were reproved in
Moscow because they wanted to pre-
vent further Russian immigration and
organize their economy from a nation-
al point of view: 17 of them had ad-
dressed complaints about the Russian
primacy to the world press.

In Uzbekistan newly restored na-
tional monuments are no longer in-
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In thel

scribed in two languages but in the
Uzbek language alone. Ukrainian Party
secretaries circulated the book "Inter-
nationalism or Russification?", written
by the Ukrainian author lvan Dzyuba,
which contains the following ironical
passage:

"The governments in the republics
are truly sovereign ones: they are
deprived of their own administra-
tive language, of international re-
lations and even of the right to in-
tervene in the economy of their
own territory"!

Industrialization, social mobility and
higher education have strengthened
self-confidence in the border republics
of the Soviet empire and have given
rise to national elites that are openly
requesting their rights by now:

© In May 1972 thousands of young
people rushed against the Central
Office of the Party in Kaunas, Li-
thuania. Among other things they
disliked the fact that many posts
are occupied by Russians and that
"one cannot get an appartmenl
solely because people of another
nationality are disposing of their
allotment" (the Lithuanian comrade
Zimonas in Pravda).

© In Ukraine over 100 intellectuals
and workers were arrested as
"bourgeois nationalists” in 1972;
twice the police had to fire on U-
krainian demonstrators.

© In the Moldavian Republic the
Secretary of the Central Commit-
tee, Dmitriy Komovan, reported na-
tional ideas among young people.

© In Latvia Fricis Menderes (84), for-
mer chairman of the Social-Demo-
cratic Party, was sentenced to< 5
years of imprisonment.

© In Tashkent 10 representatives of
the deported Crimean Tatars were
severely punished for having de-
monstrated in favour of their auto-



nomy. In 1968, on the occasion of
Lenin's anniversary, a procession
had been transformed into a battle
against the police lasting several
hours.

# In Georgia and Azerbaijan secret
service men — Moscow's serfs —
took over Party leadership.

In the past year a propaganda cam-
paign against separatism and in favour
of the Union was carried on in all
Union republics. The "Golden Jubilee"
(Brezhnev) of the founding of the
Union was a welcome reason for this.

On December 21, Party Chief Brezh-
nev held the last speech in a spe-
cial joint meeting of the Central Com-
mittee of the Union, the Union Soviet
and the Supreme Soviet of the RSFSR
in the Kremlin. He was praising the:

state as being "one of the greatest
powers in the world now".

Brezhnev knows that this power is
jeopardized by internal nationality
strifes. He is Russian but made his
career as Party Secretary in the non-
Russian republics of Ukraine, Molda-
via and Kazakhstan.

The solution he proposes is amazing-
ly simple, indeed: he considers that the
peoples of the: Soviet Union no longer
exist and — as he said during thelre-
cent Party Convention — that a "new
historical community of men has come
into being: the Soviet people".

Brezhnev declared that in the pro-
cess of the formation of the Union "all
nations and peoples of our country
acted their part — in particular the
great Russian people".

(Der Spiegel, No. 1, 1973 — abridged)

Slop Trading with lIhe Russiansl

Hon. Richard M. Nixon
President of the United States of America

February, 1973

Dear Mr. President:

You are no doubt aware of the current wave of persecutions of Ukrainian intellec-
tuals by the Soviet Russian authorities. It is nothing new, but is set off from pre-
vious waves by its magnitude and the fact that it was intensified just prior to your
visit to the Soviet Union.

On May 13, just prior to your visit to the USSR, Ukrainian-Americans came to
Washington to request that you intervene with the Soviet authorities on behalf of
unjustly accused Ukrainian intellectuals. You ignored this request, presumably
fearing to jeopardize your trade talks. You were so eager to please your hosts that
you repeated after them the Russian chauvinist slogan that Kyiv, the capital of
Ukraine, is the mother of all Russian cities. You have not to date apologized to
Ukrainians the world over for this insult.

We have long maintained that the current spate of trade deals with the Soviet
Union is detrimental to not only the persecuted Ukrainian intellectuals, but to entire
nations in the USSR which are subjugated by Russian chauvinism. You have turned
a deaf ear to us. It is more important to you to see a smile on the face of a Brezhnev
than to stand up for a man such as Moroz. Mr. President, you are siding with the
wrong forces. America was built by men who stood for the same things as are being
voiced today by Ukrainian intellectuals such as Moroz. We are certain that Ameri-
can statesmen such as Washington, Jefferson, or Lincoln wotdd not have failed to
comprehend this fact and to stand for the truth.
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