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THE TRUTH ABOUT FREE CHINA 3

Jaroslaw Stetz\o

Tiie Truth about Free China
For the anti-Bolshevist world-front and the anti-Bolshevist

world-constitution

On October 9, 1955, I arrived on the island of the freedom and 
hope of the millions of Chinese who have been subjugated by 
Bolshevism, on Taiwan, at the invitation of the Asian Peoples’ 
Anti-Communist League (A .P.A .C .L .), and in particular at the 
invitation of the president of the League, the former Minister of 
the Interior of the Chinese Republic, Ku Cheng-kang, in order to 
take part in the national celebrations held on the occasion of the 
forty-fourth anniversary of the founding of the Chinese Republic. 
The Chinese Republic was set up on 10 October 1911 as a result 
of the national revolution organised by Dr. Sun Yat-sen which led 
to  the downfall of the Manchu dynasty, and it was officially pro­
claimed in the following year.

The A .P .A .C .L . is the Asian A .B .N .,* the co-ordination centre 
of the activity of the anti-Bolshevist peoples of Asia, an organisation 
which in the course of its two years’ activity, thanks to the deter­
mined attitude of the Chinese sector of the League, has become the 
main driving force «of the uncompromising anti-Communist elements 
o f the freedom-loving peoples of Asia.

The first congress of the A .P.A .C .L. was held in Chinhae (Korea) 
on 16 June 1954. It was attended by delegates from Free China, 
Korea, the Philippines, Thailand, Indo-China, Hongkong, Makao, 
and Riukiu. The resolutions passed at this congress are identical 
with the principles of the A .B.N . That same year other Asian 
nations joined the A .P.A .C .L. as members, including uncompromis­
ing elements of Japan and Pakistan opposed to Communism. A t

* Anti-Bolshevik Bloc of Nations: a co-ordinating centre for the national 
liberation movements and their organisations of the nations now subjugated 
by Bolshevik Russia. It was set up in 1944, and the writer of this article, 

J . Stetzko, is President of its Central Committee. —  Ed.
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present the A .P.A .C .L . is a vital force in the fight against Coni' 
munism in Asia not only in the ideological and political sense, but, 
together with the A .B.N ., it also aims to contribute to the setting 
up of an anti-Bolshevist world-front.

A t the congress which was held in Taipei on October 18, 1955 
and which, incidentally, was attended by leading intellectual and
political personalities of Free China, I made a speech in which I
stressed the necessity of all the freedom-loving anti-Communist 
forces of the world uniting. After discussions which lasted several 
hours, the following resolutions were passed:

1) The principle of so-called co-existence is a Soviet manoeuvre 
which aims to protect the Soviet Union and the entire system 
of the Soviet regime against the process of disintegration caused 
by the ever-increasing internal crisis, to stir up dissension among 
the W estern democracies, and to gain time in order to improve 
the position of the Soviet Union. W e must endeavour to the
utmost to stir the conscience of the free world and its de­
termination to fight Communism, and we must form a closer 
union in order to destroy the Russian Bolshevist menace.

2) W e must resort to all the measures and means in our power in 
order to support the anti-Bolshevist movement behind the Iron 
Curtain, and in order to guarantee the right to freedom and 
independence to all the peoples subjugated by Bolshevism.

3) W e must found an anti-Bolshevist world-league of nations and 
we must set up an anti-Bolshevist world-constitution. W e  must 
rally and unite all the anti-Bolshevist forces in the world for 
the purpose of forming a united and common front, which is 
to liberate the peoples behind the Iron Curtain.

On the same day that these resolutions were passed, the official 
organ of the Kuomintang, the Hsin Sheng Daily K[ews, stressed 
that it was imperative that “the anti-Communist world front should 
be set up in accordance with the ideology of the A .P .A .C .L . and 
the A .B .N ” . “This world-front,” so the paper added, “shall be 
directed against the Kremlin despots and against the totalitarian 
Communist system. The members of this world-union shall exchange 
reports and experiences in the anti-Communist fight, shall work 
out a point programme, shall co-ordinate all the steps they take, 
and shall exhort the subjugated peoples to take part in all such
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political campaigns as are called for and shall spur them on to 
conduct a constant and indomitable fight.”

W e have succeeded in establishing a common political basis and 
the uniform and guiding principles for the joint fight of the national 
liberation organisations of the peoples of Europe and Asia who 
have been subjugated by Communism and by Russia. I must say 
with conviction that in the Far East the conception of the nature 
of the anti-Bolshevist fight, of the ideas by which Communism is 
to be counteracted, and of the ways and means of liberating the 
subjugated nations is extremely profound, far-sighted, and quite 
correct. This applies in particular to Free China, whose enemy is 
not only Communism but also Russian imperialism, not only the 
Russian Communist imperium but the Russian imperium as a whole. 
I was pleased to hear President Chiang Kai-shek make the following 
statement:

“I know from my own experience” , he said, “that the Far East 
policy of Tsarist and Soviet Russia is one and the same thing” .

“The Chinese Communist Party is not the usual kind of political 
party, but the Fifth Column of the Russian Communist Interna­
tional. The Soviet conquest of Outer Mongolia and the attack on 
South-east China are based on the principles of the policy of ag­
gression pursued by the Tsarist regime.” I was also extremely glad 
to read the following appeal to the Chinese people in one of 
Chiang Kai-shek’s speeches: “Unite in fighting Communists and 
Russians and do your share in helping to restore the Chinese R e­
public. Time will not wait for us; we must therefore consolidate 
all our anti-Communist forces at home and abroad, in order to 
ensure a national regeneration and to set up a system of govern­
ment which shall serve as an example in the reconstruction of our 
native country. W e  must conquer totalitarianism, inhumanity, 
slavery, and subjugation, which are an integral part of Communist 
tyranny, by the spiritual forces of freedom and brotherhood.”

It was of the utmost importance for me to learn the truth about 
National China, to know for certain how far one can rely on this 
country and, in particular, on the national freedom movement 
organised by Chiang Kai-shek, in the fight against world-Com- 
munism. And in this respect it was necessary for me to obtain the 
answer to the question why Chiang Kai-shek had been defeated on 
the mainland. In this connection we must bear in mind that our 
countries in Eastern Europe have likewise been overrun by Bolshe­
vism and that we representatives of the fight for freedom of our
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peoples are for the most part not living in our native countries, but 
elsewhere in the free world. In spite of this, however, our cause is 
right and just, and our ultimate victory is certain.

1) The war which Chiang Kai-shek conducted against Japan 
and which lasted for eight years exhausted the country to 
a very considerable extent. Instead of actively doing its share 
in this war against Japan, the Communist Party engaged in 
subversive activities, political manoeuvres, and acts of sabotage.

2) The Kuomintang failed to introduce the social reforms which 
were urgently needed, despite the fact that the Chiang Kai-shek 
wing of the Kuomintang constantly stressed the need for these 
reforms.

3) Foreign powers wrongly assessed the internal situation on the 
Chinese mainland, and, in addition to Russia, the W estern 
Powers, too, supported Mao Tse-tung since they were convinced 
that he was only an agrarian reformer and not a Communist in 
the Russian sense. This step was, of course, prompted by the 
consideration that the two movements, the national and the 
Communist one, should fight each other, thus preventing the 
national movement under the leadership of Chiang Kai-shek 
from effecting the consolidation of the whole of China, since 
in that case a world-power far superior in strength would 
intervene. This “balance of power” game was not played 
correctly, and Russia was thus able to stake all on Mao Tse- 
tung’s card and drive the national government off the mainland.

4 ) The co-existence and “people’s front” policy introduced by 
General Marshall, which was upheld in various conferences 
for ten months, undermined the prestige of the national govern­
ment. The people regarded the Communists as a gang of 
criminals. But seeing that Chu En-lai was acting Minister of 
W ar in the national government and Chiang Kai-shek conduct­
ed negotiations with Mao Tse-tung, the national government 
lost the support it had enjoyed. Indeed, Communists and 
Nationalists, criminals and decent-living persons, were already 
regarded as belonging to the same category.

5) The financial help promised the national government by the 
W est was not given, and the financial reform introduced on 
the silver basis was thus doomed to failure.

6) As the national government was in the first place intent upon 
reconstructing the territory devastated by the war, it neglected
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important strategic factors, and, instead of rounding up the 
irregulars after the successful termination of the war against 
Japan and assigning them to the regular army, it sent them 
home, a fact which the Red Army used to good advantage by 
turning these irregular troops into Red divisions. Instead of 
abandoning Manchuria and concentrating its forces on the main 
front against Mao Tse-tung’s Red Army, the national govern­
ment was engaged on fronts which were too far away. Psycho­
logical factors played an even more important part than 
strategic ones, since the war against Japan was conducted on 
account of Manchuria.

7) A fter the capitulation of Japan the Russians handed over all 
the Japanese armaments to the Red Chinese army, and the 
Western Powers ceased to aid the National Army technically 
and militarily because they insisted on the setting up of the 
“people’s front” government. A fter the National Army with­
drew from the mainland, Mao Tse-tung, with Russia’s aid, 
began to reorganise China according to the plans of interna­
tional Communist strategy. W e should, at this point, like to 
draw the attention of the W estern world to the fact that an 
entirely new strategic situation will arise once the 2,000 kilo­
metre railway route to Alma A ta has been completed.

In my opinion there is also another reason for Mao Tse-tung’s 
temporary victory, namely, the intellectual élite of China, who 
have been nurtured on the teachings of Confucius. These contain 
no metaphysical concatenations, since the Confucian philosophy 
is a doctrine of ethics and social morals, but not a religion. In this 
connection it is very likely that materialism was able to exert its 
destructive influence. I t  was only when, in everyday practical life, 
the unnatural Marxist materialistic doctrine was brought face to 
face with the historical and traditional values of the Chinese, a 
profoundly idealistic people, that insurmountable and incompatible 
differences were discovered. The teachings of Confucius and of 
M arx, the doctrine of Sun Yat-sen, with his world-famous “Three 
People’s Principles”, and the doctrine of Lenin belong to two 
entirely different worlds. In this difference between the theories 
and principles of the Russian Marxist doctrine and the Chinese 
Confucian doctrine in everyday practical life lies the primary pre­
condition for a defeat of Communist materialism in China. The 
incompatible nature of the difference between these two doctrines,
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the idealistic Confucian doctrine and the materialistic Marxist 
doctrine, is, for example, apparent if we consider the following 
thoughts expressed by Confucius: “Moral law is present every' 
where and yet it is mysterious. The simple intellect of the everyday 
man and woman is aware of moral law. But a wise and even a 
holy man cannot comprehend it in its greatest profundity. In 
their profane way the everyday man and woman may fulfil the 
moral law. But the wisest and most noble-minded man cannot fulfil 
it in its profundity. The noble-minded man trusts to his powers of 
reasoning, but he is on his guard against what he cannot see and 
what he cannot hear. In a state of solitude he is careful, for then 
what is hidden is most visible and what is secret is most obvious. 
Once man has achieved a perfect harmony between his soul and 
Nature, Heaven and Earth remain firm and all things prosper.”

This Chinese philosophy now revolts against the unnatural Com­
munist doctrine of Mao Tse-tung. Naturalness and simplicity are 
united in a wondrous way in the Chinese mentality. And perhaps 
that is why the materialistic doctrine with its superficial simplicity 
has managed to falsify the Chinese philosophy of life, which is 
simple and yet profound, so easily. Unlike the Occidental way of 
thinking, the Chinese philosophy of life is not based on eternity, 
but on eternal spiritual growth. For this reason productivity is priz­
ed above all things, whilst the power to destroy is never extolled. 
And herein lies the most vulnerable part of dialectic and historical 
materialism, which relies completely on its destructive powers. The 
moment Communism began to assert itself in China, the entire 
Chinese mentality and creative power, which are based on a five 
thousand year old intellectual and idealistic culture, spontaneously 
rose up in revolt against it.

Mao Tse-tung is the advocate and champion of the alien ideas of 
wars of conquest. By nature the Chinese are averse to this type of 
war. The only form of conquest to the Chinese way of thinking 
is seizure of territory for the purpose of cultivating it. Soldiers are 
only needed when the necessity arises to protect cultivated land 
and to suppress insubordination. It is thus bound to take a long 
time for the country to build up a military fighting force. But the 
victory will ultimately be won by the national traditions of China 
and not by foreign ideas and their representatives. The innate moral 
strength of the Chinese people will win the day, for it will defend 
itself as was, incidentally, the case in the war against Japan. The 
“punitive expedition” , as the Japanese called it at first, developed



Mr. J. Stetz\o, President o f  the A.B.7s[. with Mr. Ku Cheng'Kang, 
President o f  the A .P .A .C .L .



Parade o f  R ation al Chinese A rm ed Forces. 10 O ctober 1955.
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into a war which lasted eight years and in the end China was the 
victor. The Japanese, too, had their own philosophy of life, but 
when it came face to face with the innate Chinese conception of 
life, it failed to assert itself. The so-called “New Life” conception 
propagated by the National movement links up with those tradi­
tional Chinese moral values which, together with the modern social 
ideas of Sun Yat-sen, are an effective basis for the victorious fight 
against the improper Communist plague.

The fact must be stressed that the National government has 
admitted the mistake it made in the past and has based the fight 
for freedom on just political and social principles. In accordance 
with these principles the way to achieve liberation is not by means 
of a destructive nuclear world war, but by the national revolution 
for freedom, which is systematically and consistently being prepared 
in the ideological, political, social, cultural, and military sense by 
Chiang Kai-shek’s government. If we wish to pass an opinion on 
the so-called provocation of the war by National China, we must 
first of all rightly assess the national consciousness of this nation, 
which, numbering 450 million, has never been conquered in an 
open war, and which firmly believes in its own strength.

In a state of preparedness

I  had an opportunity to have a long talk with representatives of 
the sixteen thousand soldiers of the Red Chinese Army who went 
over to Syngman Rhee’s side in South Korea. O f these, about five 
thousand had fought against the National government as Communists 
because they were convinced that Mao Tse-tung would bring about 
an improvement in the living conditions of the people. W hen they 
saw with their own eyes what Mao Tse-tung had actually achieved, 
however, they deserted him and went over to Chiang Kai-shek’s 
side. The people are no longer fully in sympathy with M ao Tse- 
tung. The latter has profited by the mistakes made by the National 
government. As has already been pointed out, the National govern­
ment has admitted its mistakes and has in every way made good 
these mistakes in Formosa. Mao Tse-tung will be destroyed by his 
own mistakes, which are now being cleverly exploited by N a­
tional Chinese propaganda.

In order to safeguard his position, Mao Tse-tung has already 
introduced various classes or grades in the army. For example, as 
far as provisioning is concerned, there are now three grades in the
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army: general mess (up to company commander), middle grade 
mess (the ranks from company commander upwards), and private 
mess with all sort of titbits for higher ranking officers. In  addi' 
tion, all officers have been listed in a special pay-group. The Red 
Chinese Army has now been organised on exactly the same lines as 
the Soviet Army. Leave of absence is only granted in the case of 
groups of not less than four soldiers. They are obliged to serve 
in the army for four to five years. Boys and men between the 
ages of thirteen and seventy were forced to fight in the Korean 
war. The soldiers had no idea where they were being sen t: they 
were simply detailed for service and had to obey orders. The 
system of informers, namely political commissars, has likewise been 
drawn up on exactly the same lines as the system which exists in 
the Soviet Army. “W e export rice, furs, and minerals to Russia 
from China” , the soldiers told me, “and we get cannon from 
Russia and die for the Russians who are eating our rice” . In­
cidentally, a song is sung in the army which goes,

“Side by side with Russia,
Side by side with Russia,
Marching to victory,
Marching to victory ! ”

“W ere it not for the Straits of Formosa,” the soldiers added, 
“the whole island of Taiwan would be full of refugees” . And the 
people on the mainland say, “W e shall make less clothes and more 
footwear in future, in order to give the Marshal’s army a fitting 
reception and present all the soldiers with boots, to enable them 
to march to Peking as fast as they can” .

The soldiers also told me that if, during the Korean W ar, the 
Americans had sanctioned M cArthur’s plan, namely that National 
Chinese divisions should be allowed on Korea, it would have meant 
the beginning of the National revolution and thousands of Red 
soldiers would have gone over to the side of freedom. The soldiers 
added that, in their opinion, the reason for the unsatisfactory 
outcome of the war lay in the defensive policy pursued by the 
U .N .O . M cArthur’s tactics had been excellent, he had assessed the 
situation rightly, and had held the key to victory in his hand. By 
means of loudspeakers American planes had relayed the Chinese 
national hymns over the Red Army lines, instead of dropping 
bombs, and, as a result, the morale of the Red soldiers had been 
considerably undermined. It must thus be admitted that, as re­
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gards certain questions, the Americans resorted to the right measures 
in the Far East.

Liu Shao-chi, the secretary-general of the Communist Party in 
China, on one occasion stated that cases of armed resistance against 
the Red regime occur every two minutes. A  case of this kind which 
occurred in the province of Chehuan and assumed dangerous pro- 
portions was quelled in 1951.

The 16,000 soldiers of Korea have, to a very considerable extent, 
strengthened the fighting spirit and the certainty of victory of 
the 600,000 soldiers of the National Chinese Army in Taiwan. 
I  myself have seen the solemn oaths, written in blood, which
thousands of Chinese soldiers have made on returning from Korea, 
to the effect that they will fight under the National government 
against Communism until they achieve an ultimate victory.

The military parades which I saw, the soldiers in the barracks, 
the sailors, and the airmen, all were evidence of the excellent
morale of the National Chinese fighting forces, as were, too, the 
fighting spirit which prevails, faith in victory, discipline, simplicity, 
modesty, a complete absence of corruption, of excesses, and of
exaggerated standards of living. The naval academy is run on
modern lines and cadets not only receive a technical training, but 
are, above all, also trained for psychological warfare. The equip- 
ment of the army, navy, and air force is of the most modem 
American type. Admiral Tsao Chung-chow, the present vice-chief 
of the naval general staff, informed me of some of the important 
details concerning the navy and the naval academy. A n excellent 
military spirit prevails in Formosa, which can well be transformed 
into a fortress and a bridge-head of freedom in the Far East, in 
the course of the aggressive war of liberation against the Red menace.

The chief factor in the entire war which is being waged at 
present is a psychological one, namely the attempt to win over the 
Chinese masses and the soldiers of the Red Chinese Army on the 
mainland. T o  this end, leaflets, journals, newspapers, and cartoons 
are dropped by plane over the mainland, a secret courier service 
has been organised, illegal organisations and military groups have 
been established in Red China, and a broadcasting station, which 
is much more powerful than the Peking station, has been set up. 
This new station relays its programmes in various languages on 
the mainland, both by day and by night without a pause, and 
explains the programme of the National government, which has 
been carried into effect in Taiwan and is to be realised on the
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mainland. A ll these measures are important preconditions for the 
mobilisation of the masses on the mainland.

I have made a detailed study of this psychological warfare and 
of all the institutions which are part of it, and I consider its 
universal aspect excellent. I  do not think there is any likelihood of 
America abandoning Taiwan, for it is really the most important 
base and the greatest stronghold of freedom in Asia. Korea, the 
Philippines, Thailand, Vietnam, and all the other steadfast and 
uncompromising anti-Communist freedom-loving forces in Asia tend 
to gravitate towards Free China. Taiwan is thus actually more 
important than it appears.

It  is perhaps a fault on the part of National Chinese circles 
that, from the point of view of propaganda, they are too Chinese, 
that is to say, that they do not divulge to the W estern world 
sufficient information regarding their actual and their potential 
strength. Mao Tse-tung, on the other hand has adopted the M arxist 
Russian methods of propaganda and exaggerates in every respect, 
a glaring contrast to the somewhat too modest methods of National 
Chinese propaganda.

Social ideology of National China

In the social sector the National government has likewise admit' 
ted the mistakes it made on the mainland, and has introduced far- 
reaching social reforms in Formosa which are now serving as an 
example to various other Asian peoples, as for instance to Korea, 
the Philippines, Thailand, and Vietnam. As Prime Minister, the 
Vice-President Chen Cheng introduced and carried into effect a 
most progressive agrarian reform in the years 1949 and 1950. The 
main principles of this reform are as follows:

There are no longer any big landowners in Formosa. N o one 
is allowed to own more private land than he can cultivate himself 
without employing farm-labourers. The land really belongs to the 
farmers as their permanent possession. Capital invested in land by 
the landowners must be transferred to industrial investments in 
order to promote the development of the industries. The farmers 
only pay tax to the government and no longer need to pay rent 
to the landowners. The farmers who buy land are to be allowed to 
pay off the purchase price over a period of ten years, namely in 
yearly instalments; these instalments are not to be higher than the 
rent which they originally paid as tenant-farmers. In this way an



THE TRUTH ABOUT FREE CHINA n

improvement in the standard of living of the farmers, social stability 
and economic progress are ensured.

Seventy per cent of the social insurance of the workers is paid 
by the state or by the employer. The workers’ dwelling houses, the 
schools near to the factories, the canteens, recreation clubs, and 
hospitals, etc. are all equipped in the most modern way, and 
plentiful meals are served in the canteens to the workers, at cheap 
prices. The average wage earned by a worker is 600 to 800 Taiwan 
dollars! (One U .S.A . dollar equals 25 Taiwan dollars)

The most important problem, however, is the agrarian problem, 
for Taiwan is an agricultural country where rice is harvested three 
times a year and tea and bananas and other crops are also grown. 
Since the introduction of the agrarian reform the production of 
rice has shown an annual increase of 10 per cent, and parents, 
who were formerly unwilling to send their children to school, now 
do so gladly. I had a chance during my visit to see for myself the 
highly modern equipment in the primary schools, as well as the 
wireless sets and electric appliances to be found in many of the 
farmers’ houses.

In order to strengthen the national consciousness of the people on 
the mainland, the largest book in the world is at present being 
printed in Formosa. It consists of 850 volumes with a total of 
more than 155,000 pages, and deals with the history of the twenty' 
five dynasties of China. The publisher is Professor Lin Tsiu'sen, 
who is the head of the publishing firm of the General of the air 
force, Victor Hwoo. One thousand copies of this book are to be 
printed. Incidentally, Mao Tse'tung has had various volumes of 
this historical work burnt.

In order to carry out the reconstruction plan on the mainland 
effectively and successfully in the future and in order to avoid 
mistakes, Chiang Kakshek’s government has set up an academic 
institution for high'ranking officials. Courses are held there by 
Chiang Kai'shek and other leading personalities for the purpose of 
training prospective administrative officials, economists, agrarian 
and social reformers, and preventing a repetition of the mistakes 
made in the past. This training school is known as the “Yang M in 
Shan Institute” . Courses lasting from six weeks to three months 
are held there every year and constantly repeated. During each 
course the class deals with more than thirty questions in writing, 
namely how to solve various political, social, economic, moral, and 
cultural problems in a practical manner, to win over the population.
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As regards the political situation in Free China, not only the 
Kuomintang but also other parties are countenanced, with the 
exception of the Communist party, which is, of course, forbidden; 
the parties sanctioned are the so-called “Youth Party” and the 
Social Democratic Party. The former is represented in the govern­
ment and a seat is reserved for the latter, which at present belongs 
to the opposition. The lord mayor of Taipei does not belong to 
any party, and the Kuomintang candidate was unsuccessful in the 
last election. Women are represented in parliament as enjoying 
equal rights. Parliament consists of a senate, which convenes re­
gularly, and the National Assembly, which convenes whenever a 
new president and vice-president are to be elected and whenever 
a change is to be made in the constitution, in order to ascertain 
whether the policy to be pursued is approved or not.

Life in general in Formosa is determined by the fight to recover 
the mainland. The fact is impressed on the people of Formosa again 
and again that, just as the motherland liberated Formosa from 
Japanese rule after W orld W ar II, so now Formosa must help to 
liberate the mainland. The people are convinced that, just as Britain 
managed to hold out alone against the enemy for two years during 
W orld W ar II, so, too, must Taiwan hold out in order to win 
over the freedom-loving forces in the world for the liberation 
campaign. The idea is impressed on the population that their 
country has a unique historic mission and that the colony abandon­
ed by the Japanese is to become a bulwark of freedom and a 
Chinese Piedmont. W hen the National Chinese planes carry out 
their raids on the mainland, when they drop leaflets or make their 
reconnaissance flights, the youth of Formosa is reminded of the 
permanent state of w ar: and, indeed, the 130 thousand young 
members of the National Chinese Youth Corps are trained in the 
spirit of the war of liberation. I was present at the celebration 
held to commemorate the “Day of Taiwan’s Liberation” , when 
thousands of young people paraded before the National government, 
performed plays, and brandished flags in the National colours in 
order to stress the national spirit of the occasion.

This spirit is not the spirit of cheap militarism, but the spirit of 
the moral duty to help their subjugated fellow-countrymen to shake 
off the yoke of slavery. The youth of Formosa is mobilising the 
youth of other Asian nations, and, together with the uncompro­
mising anti-Bolshevist youth of Europe, Asia, and America, is pre<
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paring to set up a world-front against Communism, in order to 
act as a vanguard in the fight of the world for justice and national 
independence.

Conditions in Taiwan are to appear as attractive as possible to 
the Chinese on the mainland, to win the latter’s sympathies for the 
National government. Chiang Kai-shek's government is thus doing 
its utmost to create such conditions on the island of Formosa that 
the Chinese on the mainland will long to enjoy these conditions 
themselves. The terrorist regime of such Moscow agents as Mao 
Tse-tung, Chu Teh, Chu En-lai, and Liu Shao-chi, and the new, 
positive, social and political policy of the National government 
are already bringing about certain results.

I noticed in Hongkong, on the day before the national celebra­
tions, that ninety per cent of the Chinese living there no longer 
hang out red flags; on the contrary, the majority are on the side 
of the National government. On festive occasions red-white-blue 
Chinese national flags are in evidence all over Hongkong, but only 
a very small number of red Communist flags are to be seen. In­
cidentally, ninety-five per cent of the Communist trade-union 
workers of a Red Chinese factory there, which in June 1954 was 
obliged to dismiss two hundred employees because business was so 
bad, refused to be transferred to Shanghai, even though they were 
promised three times as much pay. Two million refugees are the 
most effective propaganda against the Mao regime in Hongkong.

Thanks to the industries which have been established by Chiang 
Kai-shek’s government, it is now possible to satisfy the social de­
mands of the working classes. The following industrial enterprises 
play an important part in this respect: the flourishing aluminium 
works in Taitchung, the oil refinery in Kaohsiung, the sugar in­
dustry, the big electric power station and the tea research station 
near Sun Moon Lake, as well as the shipyards in Keelung. Since 
the liberation of Formosa the production of the above factories 
and shipyards and the output of the sugar industry has increased 
very considerably. The most important branches of industry have 
been nationalised.

Chiang Kai-shek’s government tries to act in accordance with 
Dr. Sun Yat-sen’s ’T hree People’s Principles”, that is to say, na­
tionalism as the unifying principle of liberation, and no imperialism; 
social justice and the setting up of a sound, freedom-loving constitu­
tion. The Chinese call these principles “San M in Chu J ” .
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A s a result of my experiences in Formosa and the observations 
I made there, I have reached certain conclusions. I am not endeavour' 
ing to disseminate cheap propaganda for the National Chinese 
government, because I  am mainly concerned with trying to as- 
certain the really active anti'Communist elements in Asia in order 
to destroy the enemy by uniting forces with such elements. I shall 
never support a cause which might only prove to be a burden in 
this fight. But this is not the case as regards Chiang Kai-shek's 
National government. In this case there can be no other alternative 
for a genuinely democratic, freedom-loving antagonist of Russian 
Communist despotism. There is no third force among the Chinese 
people. W e must choose either Mao Tse-tung or Chiang Kai-shek, 
and, in my opinion, there can be no doubt as to which choice we 
must make.

On 17 December 1941, the day on which the attack on Pearl 
Harbour was carried out, Chiang Kai-shek made a remark about 
Japan which I should like to apply in the case of Russia, in view 
of her insatiable desire, both during and after W orld W a r II, to 
conquer fresh territory: “Russia was thirsty and drank. But she 
does not know that she quenched her thirst with poison!”

The uncompromising, revolutionary, national liberation forces of 
Asia, a vanguard to which Free China, Korea, and South Vietnam 
belong, and the national liberation organisations in Europe of the 
subjugated Central and East European and Asian peoples, who reject 
the idea of a compromise with Bolshevism and Russian imperialism 
and are striving to bring about the disintegration of the entire Rus­
sian imperium into national, independent states within their own 
ethnographical areas, are not only fighting for their own freedom, 
but also for the freedom of the whole world. Our aims are the 
same as those of the “Asian Peoples’ Anti-Communist League” , 
and this is an important precondition for the setting up of a united 
front of all the freedom-loving nations and peoples in the world. 
National China agrees with our aims and our methods of libera­
tion, namely by national revolutions. W e therefore regard this 
country as our friend in the fight against despotism, and for this 
reason we should like to circulate the truth about this country in 
the W est, since the truth is not only our but also National China’s 
mightiest weapon.

Confucius, who lived 551 -479  B. C., said, “A  noble-minded 
man expects all of himself, but who is not noble-minded expects all
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of others. Because of his humanity the noble-minded man knows no 
envy; because of his wisdom he knows no doubts; because of his 
courage he knows no fear.”

This is the spirit in which the “New Life” movement is training 
the younger generation of National China, not merely theoretically 
as was formerly usually the case, but for practical everyday life. In 
view of her adherence to these principles, it seems certain that 
National China will ultimately be victorious.

“ ALL ROADS LEAD TO FREEDOM”
This is the name of a Movement which has recently come into being on the 

initiative of the Asian Peoples’ Anti-Communist League (A .P.A .C .L.). It 
has received the full support of the Anti-Bolshevik Bloc of Nations in 
Europe— the organisation that co-ordinates the liberation movements in the 
countries behind the Iron Curtain. The aims of this Movement have been 
set out in a preliminary statement, of which the main points are summarised 
below:

1. The Movement should take its stand on the principle that the human 
being naturally seeks freedom and rejects tyranny, and should take every 
opportunity to impress upon 'enslaved peoples’ that a vast proportion of 
the world remains free, so that they may either escape from their slavery 
to a freer area, or make every effort in their own countries to throw off 
the yoke of the despot. Such efforts should be assured of every possible 
support from the free nations, who should lose no time in guaranteeing 
this assistance, by the widest use of publicity.

2. Granted that Communism, as instanced in Russia, is a system com­
pletely hostile to freedom, every device must be employed to weaken and 
overthrow it; and as the Asiatic countries combine their energies to this 
task, the Movement should be able to link up with the liberation movement 
led by the United States with regard to the Iron Curtain countries.

3. Careful attention must be paid, above all, to the psychological aspect 
of the struggle agaist Communism. For instance, the Communist trick of 
staging the defection of its adherents so that they may be received with 
trust into anti-communist circles, must be clearly exposed as a method of 
infiltration.

4. There should be a genuine welcome offered to escapees from behind 
the Iron Curtain— East and West. There should be no discrimination as 
to religious belief, nationality, social status, or preference as to the country 
of refuge; and such differences should be publicised in order to demonstrate 
the widespread nature of the desire for liberation.

Great emphasis is laid in the statement on the importance of co-ordination 
of anti-communist action. It is only thus that a sufficiently strong blow can be 
dealt at the tyrants, and therefore organisation should proceed with special 
reference to such co-ordination, providing practical channels of approach, 
planning and joint action among the free nations.
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Iwan Shevciv

First post-war victims of 
Communism

T en th anniversary o f  the suppression o f  the 
Ukrainian C atholic Church in 'W estern U\raine

W hile the attention of the whole world was turned on events 
of the war in Germany and everyone in the W est was looking with 
hope towards a peaceful future, behind the Eastern Front there 
started a new bloodsoaked tragedy: the persecution of the Catholic 
Church of Eastern Rite in Western Ukraine (Galicia).

Conscious of its new victory, the white tsarist eagle that had 
become red, one wing touching the Oder and the other the Kam' 
chatka, began to peck at its prey once more, without being dis" 
turbed by anyone from the W est. The first victim of this Russian 
eagle was Ukraine and its Catholic Church, as “the enemy of the 
people” , that is, the enemy of Russian political and ecclesiastical 
expansion to the W est.

It was far from being the first time that the blood of Ukrainian 
martyrs had been shed. In the last line of murderers of S. Josaphat, 
the Ukrainian and Byelorussian martyr for Union with Rome, we 
shall find the Russian tsarist court.

Peter I deserved a personal title as executioner of the Ukrainian 
Catholic Church. W ith  his own sword he beheaded some of the 
Basilian monks in Polotsk. A  real, large-scale and obvious persecu­
tion of Eastern Catholics in Ukraine took place when Catherine II 
became Empress of Russia. She intrigued against and insulted 
Orthodox Ukrainians in the territories occupied by Poland, playing 
them off against those of their compatriots professing themselves 
as Catholics, or Uniats. The persecution of Uniats continued 
into the 19th. century too, and had its executants in the persons 
of the tsars: Nicolas I in Volyn, and Alexander II in the Kholm 
and Pidlashia regions, 1831 - 1875.

The last assault of tsarist persecutors on Uniats living in Galicia 
was made during the First W orld W ar. Metropolitan Andreas 
Sheptytskyj was arrested and deported, and a number of clergy 
and faithful killed or dispersed. The only reason for all these per­
secutions was the fidelity of Ukrainian Catholics to the Holy See 
in Rome and the fear of Catholicism of Eastern Rite which offered
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a great temptation to many unsatisfied members of the Russian 
Orthodox Church, itself an instrument of the tsarist regime.

In its time, the Communist regime became scrupulous and faith­
ful legatees of the tsarist attitude towards the Ukrainian Catholic 
Church. Although permitting the existence of the Russian Ortho­
dox Church, and trying to make of it an instrument obedient to 
its political aims, the Communist regime could not tolerate the 
existence of the Ukrainian Catholic Church which was devoted to 
Rome. Independent of the Moscow Patriarch, the Ukrainian Catholic 
Church remained a symbol of the unity of the Ukrainian people 
with Europe and of Ukraine’s national independence of Moscow.

During their first occupation of Western Ukraine in 1939-41, 
the Communists had not had enough time fully to develop their per­
secution policy. They tried to ruin the Church and the clergy 
economically by confiscating all their property and by imposing 
enormous taxes on the use of church buildings which had now 
become “State” owned. Some scores of clergy and thousands of lay 
persons were arrested, deported, or murdered in the subterranean 
cells of many prisons in Western Ukraine. M y own relatives were 
murdered in Zolochiw and Tarnopil prisons, and as a boy of ,14, 
I assisted at the burial of hundreds of people massacred in these 
prisons in July 1941. Amongst the victims was a crucified priest 
with his stomach ripped open.

On their re-occupation of the territories of Western Ukraine in 
1944-5, the Communists seemed at first to be tolerant towards 
every religion in the country, including the Catholic Church. 
“ Soldiers and officers attended the religious services; hostile pro­
paganda was imperceptible; profane literature was prohibited. Cruci­
fixes were even allowed in the civil hospitals. Churches were re­
opened for religious services and religious instruction was permitted 
in churches. Seminaries were allowed to exist. N ot only priests 
and students of theology were exempted from military service and 
compulsory work, but even seminarians and ecclesiastical singers and, 
in some places, Presidents of Confraternities. Churches paid very 
moderate taxes. It seemed that, following the concessions made to 
Christianity by the U .S .S .R . in 1941-43 and afterwards, the Catholic 
Church could now breathe freely under the Communist regime...” *

*) All quotations are taken from the W hite Boo\ on the religious per' 
secution in Ukraine, Rome. 1953.
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But when the victory of the Red Army over Germany by the 
aid of the Western Allies became evident, the Communists started 
“to clean up” the occupied territories of “enemies of the people” . 
As the first victim of this bloody “cleansing” fell the Hierarchy of 
the Ukrainian Catholic Church.

On 11 April 1945, 4  bishops— Mgr. M . Charneckyj, Apostolic 
Visitator of Volyn, Mgr. N . Budka, Vicar-General of the M etro­
politan of Lviv, Mgr. G. Khomyshyn, Bishop of Stanyslaviv and 
his Auxiliary Mgr. G. Latyshewskyj, with Archbishop Josef Slipyj, 
Metropolitan of Lviv, at their head, were arrested by the N .K .V .D . 
and deported to Kyiv, capital of the Ukrainian Soviet Republic. 
According to the law of the Soviet Union the show-trial of the 
arrested bishops had to be held at Lviv, before the so-called “People’s 
Court” , but the hearing was held in Kyiv, behind closed doors. 
A ll the arrested were accused of “diversion” against the Soviet 
Union and its Government. The Metropolitan Josef Slipyj was, 
however, also accused of having poisoned his predecessor, Metropol­
itan Andreas Sheptytskyj!

W ithout deliberation or reason, Metropolitan Slipyj was sentenc­
ed to 8 years of forced labour outside the boundaries of his diocese, 
in exile. The 80 years old Mgr. Khomyshyn was condemned to 
10 years of forced labour, Mgr. N . Charneckyj, “an agent of the 
Vatican”, was condemned to 5 years, Mgr. N. Budka and Mgr. 
G. Latyshewskyj to 8 years of forced labour each. Thus have they 
all passed along the same trampled way of the Ukrainian martyrs 
to exile. The only reason for their condemnation was their fidelity 
and devotion to the Holy See and their love of their persecuted 
country, Ukraine.

According to the scanty news that reaches the W est through 
the Iron Curtain, Mgr. G. Khomyshyn died in Kyiv prison in 
January 1947; Mgr. N . Budka lapsed into a state of semi- 
consciousness through unbearable suffering and died in an unknown 
place; while the Metropolitan Slipyj, after serving 1 year of his 
prison term in Lviv and 7 more in Siberia, carrying out humble 
duties in labour camps, was called to Moscow where the proposi­
tion of breaking with Rome was put to him as the price of restored 
freedom and rank. Receiving the Metropolitan’s definite N O , the 
N .K .V .D . found him guilty of sending clandestine pastoral letters 
to his flock in Ukraine, and condemned him to a new term of 
17 years of forced labour. -
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The arrest of the Hierarchy was the prologue to tragedy soon to 
follow. Great and dreadful panic seised the clergy and the faith' 
ful. The Soviet authorities published an order prohibiting all religious 
ceremonies of the Ukrainian Catholic Church. Only those priests 
might celebrate who were “registered” by competent state officials. 
In every parish a committee of 20 persons was appointed and
charged with the administration of Church property. Then the 
real aim of the persecution emerged: a few weeks after the arrest,
of the Bishops, a “Movement” for the reunion of the Greek'
Catholic Church with the Russian Orthodox Church was establish­
ed in Lviv under Soviet direction. The lapsed priest, Gabriel
Kostelnyk, was at its head. This group of apostates— two of them 
later became Russian Orthodox Bishops— was protected by the 
police and started a propaganda campaign for a break with Rome 
and “reunion” with the “third Rome”— Moscow.

Some kind of protest against the persecution began among the 
population and the rest of the clergy. Over 300 courageous priests 
signed a letter of protest to the Vice-President of the Ministers 
of the Soviet Union, U . V . Molotov, on 1 June 1945, against the 
activity of this “Movement” :

“After the arrest of the entire Episcopate and a great number of 
priests of the Catholic Church in Western Ukraine, and in consequence 
of the prohibition to elect a member of the Catholic clergy as our 
head, our Church finds itself in a very abnormal situation. This situa­
tion is complicated still more by the fact that at Lviv a “Committee 
for the fusion of the Catholic Church with the Orthodox Church” 
has been set up.

“Our attitude towards the work of Father Kostelnyk is completely 
negative. W e  condemn his activity as harmful, as absolutely opposed 
to the tradition of the Church, and contrary to the truth proclaimed 
by Christ: “There shall be but one flock and one shepherd”. For this 
reason it is clear that we can not listen to a voice that incites us to> 
apostasy from the Faith.

“In the present situation, there could quickly develop one of those 
religious wars which always, as history teaches us, do nothing but harm, 
not only to the Church but to the whole nation.

“W e ask our Government therefore to liberate our Bishops, begin­
ning with our Metropolitan. While awaiting this liberation, we ask 
the Government to make it possible for us to settle the questions re­
garding our Catholic Church. Until the liberation of the Metropolitan 
and the Bishops, we ask that the canonically legal body may administer 
the whole ecclesiastical province of Lviv.

“W c want to believe that the Government will accept our request 
and will come to our aid, since the Constitution of Stalin guarantees
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to all citizens, and thus to us also, freedom of conscience and of religious 
•worship...

“In the name of justice, in the name of the glorious victory of the 
U.S.S.R., we ask for ourselves, for our people of Western Ukraine, 
that liberty of ecclesiastical administration which we have enjoyed these 
last centuries, and to which, according to the Soviet laws, we have 
a right.”

But Molotov and his associates were deaf to this protest. Chaos 
and the terrorism of the N .K .V .D . drove a small group of priests 
into the nets of the “Movement” . A  kind of “Synod” , a pseudo­
council, took place in Lviv from 8 MO March 1946. Only 204 
lapsed priests and 12 laymen were present. Under the direction of 
the apostate Kostelnyk and of two others, Melnyk and Pelweckyj, 
the newly consecrated Orthodox Bishops, this pseudo-council “an- 
nulled” the Union with Rome concluded in Berest in 1596. It 
called Rome a “foster-mother”, and voted for reunion with the 
“real mother”, the Russian Orthodox Church. A  special delegation 
Brought this “joyful” news personally to Moscow and was received 
by the Patriarch and by the President of the Ministry for religious 
affairs, comrade Karpow.

Everything about this “reunion” points to political trickery. A  
small group of priests allowed itself to be terrorised into complicity 
with Moscow’s schemes, but the great majority of priests resisted 
firmly, preserving unshaken their faith in the only real Church of 
Christ. From the statement of the newly appointed “Bishop of 
Lviv” , the Russian Orthodox Makarius, it appears that 1111 priests 
passed into schism, while the rest (about 300 escaped to the W est) 
who numbered about 1500, preferred to choose the chains and 
deportation or death rather than “free life” and betrayal of Christ.

And one must remember the severe circumstances under which the 
priests lapsed: imprisonment of the entire ecclesiastical Hierarchy 
with the consequent disorganisation of the clergy; the organised 
terror of the Russian Orthodox Church and the draconical methods 
of the N .K .V .D .; the anxiety of the clergy— for the most part 
married— concerning the fate of their families; the pressure of the 
Soviet authorities, denouncing the cause of the people. A ll this 
explains the apostasy in terms of political pressure and not of 
religious conviction.

W e quote the words of Mgr. J . Mojoly, the Minutant of Sacred 
Congregation of Eastern Churches, for the fate of Ukrainian 
Catholics after this unhappy chapter.
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“From persons who left Galicia after these sad events, we learn that 
the Catholic faith has remained rooted in the hearts of the people, who 
try as far as they can to avoid showing themselves openly as schismatics 
(Russian Orthodox), and go to priests secretly who have not betrayed 
the Church. There is significance in the phrase used on a postcard 
coming from Lviv : ‘W e  do not go to see George now, because George 
does not belong to us’ — that is, we no longer attend the Cathedral of 
S. George, because the schismatics have it."

W hile the Church was going through this tragedy in Ukraine, 
the work of destruction was carried on in Poland against the 
wretched remains of the diocese of Peremyshl and the Apostolic 
Administration of Lemki. According to the Russian-Polish agree­
ment, the Ukrainians who remained to the west of the Curzon 
line were to be transferred to the U .S.S.R . and the Poles in the 
U .S.S.R . were to be transferred to Poland. This judgment of 
Solomon was carried out with violence and utter ruthlessness. Thus 
the Reverend Bishop of Peremyshl, Mgr. Kotsylovskyj, his Auxil­
iary, Mgr. Lakota, and other ecclesiastical leaders had to yield to 
force and were handed over to the Russians, sharing the miserable 
fate of deportation with the other bishops. In the Ukrainian districts 
given to Poland, the people were tom from their houses and 
transferred to the east of the Curzon line; those who remained in 
Poland were widely scattered, so that it is impossible for them to 
practise their religion in their own Rite.

In sub-Carpathian Ukraine things took a very similar course. 
Soviet troops entered that territory in October 1944. A  month 
previously, Mgr. Romzha had been consecrated as Bishop of Mu- 
kachiv, a flourishing diocese of nearly half a million people, 281 
parishes, 354 priests, 31 institutes, 85 seminarists, 8 convents. The 
Soviet authorities, to whom this territory was new, wished to gain 
the favour of the inhabitants and at first took great care not to give 
offence; they therefore showed themselves friendly towards Mgr. 
Romzha. Little by little, however, the religious situation changed: 
Orthodoxy came into action and occupied the Catholic churches, 
Catholic activities were hampered, the Bishop’s protests passed 
unheeded, and open attacks began against himself and the clergy, 
accusing them of pro-Nazism and pro-Fascism, while the Vatican 
and the Pope were declared the enemies of Soviet Russia. The 
seminary was deprived of every means of subsistence. Priests were 
shut out of every career. Young people were prevented from at­
tending the churches. The Russian Orthodox Bishop Nestor was 
sent from Moscow, and he began to organise the Orthodox Church
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to the detriment o f the Catholic one. Then, as in Galicia, tactics 
o f violence were introduced, but the clergy, encouraged by the 
Bishop’s example of firmness, seldom yielded. It became necessary 
to remove Mgr. Romzjha, and the intrepid Bishop lost his life in 
a pre-arranged collision. The road was then clear for the Russian 
steam-roller, and the Catholic diocese was completely destroyed.

In Slovakia there remained the diocese of Pryashiv, in which the 
great majority of the faithful are Ukrainians. The diocese numbered 
321,000 inhabitants, 241 parishes, 311 priests, 54 seminarists. The 
Russians had occupied this region in 1945, but had had to leave 
it according to agreement, as it was assigned to Ceecho-Slovakia. 
The vicissitudes of the Catholic Church in that country are known 
to everyone, but the saddest fate was reserved for the diocese of 
Pryashiv. The government in Prague, obviously inspired by Moscow, 
dealt its most violent blow at this defenceless diocese, which had 
been governed for 25 years by the saintly bishop Mgr. Goidich, 
aided by Mgr. Норко as Auxiliary. In February 1949 the Minister 
Cepicka issued a declaration which foreshadowed the attack. A  
few days later, the convents were searched and the religious ex­
pelled or imprisoned. In 1950 Moscow created three Orthodox 
dioceses in C 2£cho-Slovakia, in preparation for the final assault on 
the diocese of Pryashiv; one of them had its headquarters in that 
very city, and an Orthodox Russian, Alexis Dechterev, was con­
secrated Bishop of Pryashiv. The ceremony was to have taken place 
in Mgr. Goidich’s Cathedral, but he refused to allow it, and that 
was made the pretext for his arrest. A  “Synod” was then convened 
which proclaimed the rupture with Rome and union with Moscow, 
repeating that which had been done in Galicia and Rumania with 
no variation. The war against Catholic priests became more re­
lentless. In January 1951 Mgr. Goidich was condemned after a 
monstrous trial for espionage and collusion with the enemies of 
the people, the customary excuses for conviction by the Communists. 
The Auxdiary Bishop, Mgr. Норко, was also imprisoned. The 
Orthodox could now take unopposed possession of the palace and 
the cathedral of Pryashiv, and of every one of its parishes.

The Ukrainian Church is now completely wrapped in silence. 
The news that has reached us since the above events has been ex­
tremely scanty; but the little that we have heard inspires our hearts 
with the hope o f better days. The outward organisation o f the 
Ukrainian Church has been destroyed, but the faith reigns in the 
hearts of its people, as is proved by the following quotations:
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“The news of Mgr. Kotsylovsky’s death on 17 November 1947 reach' 

ed us in this form : “Last autumn our Father died; as you know, he 
had a handsome beard and a fine staff’. This sad news is now a certainty. 
He had offered his life as a holocaust. His cross and his bitter chalice 
are our glory and our pride. W e mourn his death, but as Catholics we 
are comforted amid our tears by the hope that by the grace of God 
his martyr’s death will be a pledge of rebirth for our community, as 
in the time of Saint Josaphat.”

In 1949, a refugee from Galicia brought us this information:
“The clergy that has remained fathful to Rome is more numerous 

than people think; many are imprisoned or deported to Siberia. Others 
are working as manual labourers or in factories, in hunger, cold and 
wretchedness. The clandestine apostolate is carried out more and more. 
The moral condition of those who signed their adherence to the schism 
is pitiful and some have lost their reason. The common people hold 
firm to the faith. In some places no one goes near the schismatic church. 
Some go long distances to see a Catholic priest."

The following was written from Slovakia last summer:
“The sixty priests who apostatised from the Catholic Faith for various 

reasons, chiefly on account of their families, are very unpopular. I
never thought that, with the grace of God, I should be able to endure
such afflictions. You cannot imagine what a consolation it is to know 
that people are praying for us, that the very painful situation in which 
we are is meritorious before God. May the Lord grant us salvation and 
grace: the rest is nothing.

“More recent news brought by a trustworthy person tells us that 
the persecution of the Church in Ukraine reached its climax in 1952. 
Caricatures of the Holy Father are to be seen in the streets, at public 
meetings; the Pope and the Vatican are abused, and Catholic priests 
called the Pope’s spies. The number of priests of the Latin Rite con' 
tinues to lessen, and their task becomes harder every day. Archbishop 
Slipyj sent pastoral letters from Siberia from time to time, but when 
this came to the knowledge of the Soviet authorities, they increased 
his sentence to 17 years of imprisonment. No one knows where he is 
at present. Many people declare that they are sure of possessing God
in their hearts, and would lead good Christian lives if they were free
to do so. Many of the people are baptised, but they are obliged, especial­
ly the students, to live like atheists. It is said that in the Orthodox 
seminaries at Leningrad and Odessa, they are taught how to combat 
the Christian religion.

“The Ukrainian Catholics are now living under violent persecution. 
They, who in the past gave proof of their firm attachment to their 
faith and to Rome, await with confidence the day of freedom and 
Christian peace. W hen that day comes, the blood of their martyrs and 
the sufferings of the whole people will be the brightest glory of their 
country, bound forever to Rome.’’
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M. Bohor

The Ukrainian Underground
The Principles of its Revolutionary Doctrine

The object of this article is to examine the principles of military- 
doctrine which constitute the basis of the activity of the Ukrain­
ian underground liberation organisation. The subject is not an easy 
one: even in the case of self-governing peoples the question of 
military doctrine is difficult, since the constant emergence of new 
concepts necessitates continual revaluation of all the problems in­
volved, and prevents their inclusion in any unified military theory.

W hen, as in our case, it is also a matter of secret war, there is 
added the complication of revolutionary laws. But once the question 
has been raised, the answer must be pursued. He who forces his 
way into the dense thicket of conceptions, though he be lost for 
a time, nevertheless stands a fair chance of finding the way through; 
while he who halts, appalled, will perish for certain. Our task here 
is only to examine principles, that is, to seek for general direction 
and guidance; and thus our analysis will be limited to the funda' 
mental problems of military thinking.

W e should begin with a definition of military doctrine. “Military 
doctrine is a scientifically established conviction on the part of 
competent national representatives resulting from the concept of 
the state, the national consciousness, the understanding of modern 
warfare, and the nation’s own ability to employ military forces and 
other means of resistance against both existing and potential threats” . 
Thus, what is at issue is preparedness for war, the strategy and 
tactics to be adopted, and the problem of whether the nation will 
be able to protect itself from some menace and overcome it, and 
whether, in such an event, anything will be gained by fighting.
. In the definition, therefore, there is implied:

1. The attitude of the competent representatives towards the
idea of the state.
2. The condition of the national consciousness.
3. The attitude towards war and its modern forms.
4. A n estimation of the nation’s own forces, and of military
forces in particular.
5. The nation’s conception of its own strategic position.
6. An estimation of existing and potential enemies.
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The solution of these six problems should form a system and 
provide the outline of a military doctrine. In the case of Ukraine, 
examination of the revolutionary military doctrine of the Ukrain­
ian underground, operating as it is under foreign occupation, re­
veals other components proper to that revolution.

For instance, the nation’s attitude towards the idea of its own 
state must necessarily be the starting point of its military doctrine, 
and this is both a philosophical and a political problem. The Uk­
rainian underground has formulated it in the platform of the 
U .H .V .R . —  Ukrainska Holovna Vysvolna Rada (The Supreme 
Ukrainian Liberation Council), and in the works of Poltava, Hor- 
novy and Kuhhil, whose articles have been published in the emigra­
tion in a book entitled: The position o f the Ukrainian liberation 
movement. The only problem that interests us here is that of the 
constitutional position of the armed forces in the planned structure 
of the state, and their relation with other bodies of the executive.

The place of the armed forces
In a republic the supreme executive power may be vested in 

three different organs which act according to the constitution:
1. the president, in the so-called presidential form of government—  
as in the U .S .A .; 2. the chancellor, who has the right of decision 
irrespective of the opinion of his ministers: 3. the council of
ministers in a normal democratic republic.

This matter has been regulated in the Ukrainian underground 
by the provisional order of the U .H .V .R . which provides for a 
council of ministers. The duties of such a council are carried out 
by the general secretariat of the U .H .V .R ., i. e. by its chairmen 
and secretaries. The Secretary of W ar, who is at the same time 
Commander-in-Chief of the Ukrainian Insurgent Army (U .P .A .), 
conducts military affairs. General Taras Chuprynka was Chairman 
of the General Secretariat, Secretary of W ar, and Commander-in- 
Chief of the U .P .A . The Secretary General reported to the presid ­
ium of the U .H .V .R .— consisting of the president, three vice- 
presidents and four members— and was responsible for his work 
to the General Assembly (25 persons). The whole framework of 
organisation in the Ukrainian underground is based on the two 
principles, centralisation of leadership and decentralisation of execut­
ive power. Such a framework of organisation is advisable, since 
every organisation of executive power depends upon various factors,
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primarily on its tasks and aims, and on the conditions under which 
it operates, as well as upon the quality of its personnel. In an under- 
ground organisation the ordinary standards of rationalisation and 
purposefulness are complicated by a higher demand for security. 
In modern theory of management, the functions of management 
demand at certain stages the fulfilment of these duties:

1. Indication of tasks and aims,
2. Assessment of the situation,
3. Co-ordination of action,
4. Passing resolutions,
5. Supervision of their execution,
6. Administration over personnel and material.

Under underground conditions all these duties should be per­
formed by the General Secretariat, the General Headquarters of 
the U . P. A ., and the Organisation of Ukrainian Nationalists 
(O . U . N .), who between them hold all the executive posts.

In a state the tasks and aims are pointed out by a government 
which is more or less supported by the population: in a revolu­
tionary organisation one must be alive to those tasks, which must 
meet the needs of the broad masses of the population and not only 
express the ambition of certain individuals. The task should not be 
rigidly formulated, and should anticipate a series of varying op­
portunities and possibilities.

T o  size up the situation, which is in general a difficult process, 
is necessary for the specification of aims and tasks, and the deter­
mination of the proper basis for decision. The estimation of the 
situation is the means whereby the possibilities and alternative 
sources of action inherent within it may be perceived and grasped; 
it is not itself the making of decisions.

The hierarchy of tasks
Decision is a creative action resulting from aims, assessment of 

the situation, and the possibilities existing at a given moment. De­
cisions are implemented in resolutions, and the method of passing 
these is laid down in the constitution. Other functions of govern­
ment mentioned above need no further definition, being purely 
technical in character.

A ll students and leaders of underground warfare— Miksche, Mao 
Tse-tung, Clausewitz, Reymond, Xaver— have satisfied themselves 
that underground movements arise spontaneously from non-military
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formations, under certain social and political conditions, and that, 
during the expansion of such a movement, the most important 
problem is the creation of a single organisation, compact in the 
ideological, political and military respect. The genesis of the armed 
formations of the Ukrainian underground bears out this conclusion. 
The provisional framework of the organisation of the U .H .V .R . 
had to create central organs which would co-ordinate the political, 
military and economic activity of the underground. The criteria 
which conditioned the framework of this organisation of the 
U .H .V .R . as the executive organ of a liberation-revolutionary 
organisation arose from the conception of the liberation fight itself.

According to Moltke, such a conception takes into consideration 
in its strategy the political situation and co-ordinates political and 
military matters. A fter W orld W ar II military science proposed 
the following names for that conception: “state political strategy” , 
“general strategy” , “state policy of defence” . During his rule an 
emperor was the supreme political and military sovereign; there 
were no total wars; thus the reflections concerned strategic opera­
tions rather than the co-ordination of the fight of the entire nation 
in all spheres of its life. Hitler, Stalin and Mussolini could easily 
apply such theses because they disregarded the limits of the sphere 
of their authority. In democratic countries the transition from the 
state of peace to that of war is as difficult as preparation for war, 
and in such countries there are in peace-time and in war-time 
“defence councils” engaged in preparation of the people for war, 
and these councils rise in war-time to supreme power. The frame­
work of the organisation of the U .H .V .R . resembles such a war 
cabinet or defence council. The conception of the liberation fight, 
the “general strategy” , is a synthesis of the idea of the formation 
of a provisional state and of a revolutionary underground.

First, therefore, we should examine those elements of the libera­
tion conception which are included in the general strategy of every 
state, and it should be noted that the general strategy of every 
people has its own peculiar characteristics. W hile the conception 
of strategy in the military sense is an old idea, the conception of 
“general strategy”, “political strategy” , “state defence policy” is 
new, formed during W orld W ar II to define that co-ordination of 
all aspects of the nation’s life required in making use of all re­
sources in preparation for war to be waged by the whole nation. 
For the sake of clarity, we will only make use here of the term 
“general strategy” .
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The general strategy of the underground has been expounded in 
the platform of U .H .V .R ., in its provisional framework of organisa' 
tion, the resolutions of the 3rd. Extraordinary General Assembly, 
and the underground publications. According to Admiral Kastex’s 
definition, general strategy includes all problems of warfare— polit­
ical, economic, psychological and military. In addition, in an under' 
ground fight one should consider those revolutionary conditions 
which complicate the task to be faced.

The revolutionary elements
W hat additional demands are made by the revolution under the 

conditions of Soviet rule?
A s to policy, this may be said to be of two kinds. The first is 

a casual policy which seises every favourable opportunity, in a word 
— a policy of improvisation; the second is long'term, with a pro' 
gramme of which the political, ideological and social contents are 
based on a realistic estimate of the spiritual and material strength 
of the people and of the international situation in relation to that 
strength. A  state can afford to follow the first kind of policy, but 
in a revolutionary liberation fight a political programme is a pre' 
requisite.

On the similarities existing between war and revolution the 
Bolsheviks have based their thesis that a capitalist war should be 
changed into a domestic, civil war. Likewise, the Ukrainian re' 
volutionaries would like to change any war between East and W est 
into a war for the liberation of the Ukrainian people. W hat is 
indispensable to utilisation of a world war or of a revolution in the 
U .S .S .R . is the existence not only of a revolutionary vanguard but 
also of a constant revolutionary spirit, and a consolidation of the 
national idea among the broad masses of the people. And this can 
only be achieved by a continuous and an actual revolutionary fight. 
The Ukrainian revolutionary underground is of the opinion that 
“under existing conditions the revolution must be, first of all, social. 
Revolution is neither a rebellion nor a war against the regime. It 
is possible only where evolution has been stopped, where internal, 
structural, social, spiritual and, above all, national problems have 
accumulated and make compromise impossible” . There is a funda' 
mental difference between a spontaneous readiness for revolution, and 
the organisation and material preparation for it. The people as an 
elemental force, as the mass, can, at best, play a destructive role and
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never a constructive one. If  a revolution is to be successful, it must 
have a conscious stratum, a well-organised movement supported by 
the majority of the population. This movement must have its 
ideological, political and social programme and tactics, and these 
remain close to the heart of the people only if the people are fight­
ing against the occupant and his regime. Under conditions of Soviet 
rule such semi-legal action is impossible; therefore the most important 
problem becomes the preservation of the organised underground.

Strategic suppositions
Let us now review all those elements of political strategy which 

are required by virtue of a state and by revolution. The most 
important of these elements is the definition of political aims. The 
platform of the U .H .V .R . reads : “The U .H .V .R . strives for the 
restoration of the Ukrainian Independent United State in all the 
lands of the Ukrainian people by means of a revolutionary fight 
against all the enemies of the independent statehood of the Uk­
rainian people, and by means of co-operation with all the advocates 
of such independence” . Thus at the present stage of the liberation 
fight the Ukrainian people aim at severance of the “union” of the 
Ukrainian S.S.R . with the U .S .S .R .; at the restoration of its in­
dependence as a state; at re-establishment of the sovereignty of the 
people proclaimed by the Fourth Universal on 22 January 1918 
and by the A ct of 22 January 1919; and at the establishment of 
a sovereign Ukrainian state with a certain political and social order 
within the ethnographic boundaries of Ukraine.

The provisional framework of organisation and its platform also 
lay down the means by which these objects can be achieved :

1. By means of revolutionary fight in all spheres of the nation’s 
life;
2. By means of co-operation with all the advocates of Ukrainian 
independence;
3. By means of the unification of all the political elements, 
irrespective of their ideology and political membership, which 
advocate the political sovereignty and political independence 
of the Ukrainian liberation fight. The political-social platform 
should only be a basis for unification; it should guarantee the 
support of the Ukrainian people. The fight for national in­
dependence should be independent of the influence of foreign 
circles;
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4. The U .H .V .R . is in Ukraine; it can send its delegates 
abroad. For the U .H .V .R . is the actuality of the underground 
movement; it opposes the government of the Ukrainian S.S.R. 
and the conception of “a legal government” in the emigration.

From these declarations it is clear that the basis of the political 
strategy is the necessity for the existence, in the Ukrainian ethno­
graphic lands, of a sovereign, common national body which would 
lead the fight of the Ukrainian people and counterbalance the 
oppressive government of the Ukrainian S.S .R . The Ukrainian 
people carry on a revolutionary fight against the occupant and 
prepare for the establishment of their own independent democratic 
government and political-social order which will be approved by a 
free constituent assembly (the principle of the provisional character 
of every government, and of the sovereignty of the people).

Thus, the political strategy of the underground is based on the 
following fundamental laws, rules, statutes, and methods of revolu­
tionary action:

1. By virtue of law (i. e. order and prohibition) the following 
principles are involved:
a. Orientation on the people’s own forces (The authority of 
the U .H .V .R . originates in the will of the Ukrainian people 
exposed by the struggle for independence of all active forces 
of the people);
h. Unity of the Ukrainian liberation underground (the principle 
of concentration of forces);
c. Uncompromising attitude towards the enemy— a matter of 
principle;
d. Hierarchic obedience in the framework determined by law 
and the principles of general strategy (the principle “iustitia 
fundamenta regnorum” , and the principle of purposiveness).
2. By virtue of principle (resulting only from the spirit of law, 
but giving a freer hand with regard to its application; a guiding 
principle rather than a law ):
a. Co-operation with the nation’s allies, and preservation of 
its sovereignty and the existence of the state.
b. The sovereign body must act in the native country, in order 
to prevent intervention and diarchy;
c. Only the support of the whole nation can be the pledge of 
the success of the fight;
d. Sovereignty can only be gained by an armed revolutionary 
fight.
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Besides the law and the principles, there are in political strategy 
certain rules— of conduct— resulting from cognition of certain facts, 
statutes and methods of action which, normally, determine action 
or procedure in individual cases. These include fighting regulations, 
principles of conspiracy and methods of fighting against enemy 
agents.

The tasks o f  the U .P.A .
Against this background of the general strategy of the under­

ground, its task and methods of action, one may consider the ques­
tion of the role of the armed forces and their fight— the role, that 
is, of the U .P .A ., and later the role of the armed underground. 
The U .P .A . has been organised as an armed arm of the liberation 
movement, i. e. a part of the revolutionary whole. In the period 
from 1944-46, the U .P .A . was faced with the tasks set down below. 
The period from 1946-47 was transitory, and in 1948 the U .P .A . 
acted only in the Carpathians, all the other units being disbanded 
and included in the framework of the armed underground. (See 
“The Information Bureau of the U .H .V .R .” , February 1950). The 
tasks from 1944-46 were:

1. Protection of the underground movement, and a partial 
protection of the population (action squads and units based 
on the territorial principle);
2. By military operations against the occupant— especially 
against the M .V .D ., and the Communist Party— to show the 
Ukrainian people that its state of being enslaved is a transitory 
stage, and encourage support for the resistance movement;
3. T o  demoralise the occupant and paralyse his actions aimed 
at extermination, assimilation and exploitation of the population;
4. T o  manifest before the foreign world the desire of the Uk­
rainian people for an independent life (as instanced in the 
raids of the U .P .A . abroad);
5. T o  prepare cadres for the organisation, for the underground 
and military forces.

Those were the political and strategic tasks determined by the 
general strategy of the underground. It is clear that they are dif­
ferent from those of a regular army. The U .P.A . considered that 
the M .V .D . and the Communist Party were its chief enemies, and 
military underground doctrine considers this a cardinal point since 
tactics depend entirely on the ascertainment of the strategic aims
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and central strength of the enemy forces. How then has the U .P.A . 
performed these tasks? W hat is at issue here is not so much the 
action itself, but its doctrinal and tactical suppositions. There are 
fundamental differences regarding the tasks which are imposed on 
two different armed formations, not to mention the differences in 
the quality of those forces and their methods of action. The follow' 
ing tasks are imposed on regular armed forces:

1. Annihilation of the enemy armed forces ( “strategy of an­
nihilation” Vernichtungsstrategie; its most outstanding theorist 
is Klausewitz);
2. Wearing down the enemy, and compelling him to submit 
to our will ( “strategy of attrition” Ermattungsstrategie; its 
theorist is Ludendorff);
3. Co-operation with other means of economic, political and 
psychological warfare for the purpose of the demoralisation of 
the enemy, causing a civil war, breaking the enemy’s fighting 
spirit ( “moral strategy” ; its main theorists are Lenin, Fuller, 
Kastex).

W ith  regard to the U .P.A . one would hardly speak of a strategic 
doctrine in the military sense, but rather in the political sense. The 
U .P .A . has, however, military tactics, and two separate tactical 
periods may be distinguished in its history. The chief characteristics 
of the first period, which lasted from the end of 1943 to 1946, are 
the following:

a. The tendency towards operations by large insurgent units, 
and towards constant fighting with the enemy;
b. The tendency towards occupation of large forest zones, 
and even of whole regions; consequently it became necessary 
to defend those terrains;
c. The tendency towards the creation of regular land forces, 
and application of regular warfare.

Consequently, the actions of the U .P .A . resembled an insurrec­
tion, and its military operations a strategic partisan warfare. It 
should be admitted that those tendencies exceeded the limits of their 
competence as determined by the general strategy of the under­
ground. This was probably caused by the fact that the psychological 
attitude of the commanders and soldiers of the U .P.A . was dif­
ferent; they accepted only with reluctance the new tactics of 
underground fighting and military operations by means of small 
mobile units. It should be pointed out that the General Headquarters
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of the U .P .A . noted this in time and opposed those tendencies; 
this can be proved by the declaration of the O .U .N . of M ay 1945 
and the appeal of the U .H .V .R . of November 1946. However, 
those tendencies were displayed up to 1947.

The second stage of the activity of the U .P.A . may be charact­
erised as a tactical partisan warfare. Up to 1948 the U .P .A . acted 
by means of small units in accordance with the methods of tactical 
partisan warfare which, as those of strategic partisan warfare, con­
stitute a separate subject, and one that will not be discussed here.

There are few publications on the third period, that since 1948, 
when the whole underground organisation, with all its cells, was 
re-formed into armed units whose main fighting aim was self-defence 
and the preservation of a single centralised underground organisa­
tion. In that period, the U .P.A . was a revolutionary underground 
organisation with purely political objectives.

In this discussion we have limited ourselves to the main principles 
of the military doctrine of the underground. Other problems, such as 
estimation of the situation and the consciousness of the population, 
views regarding war and its modern forms, evaluation of the 
people’s own forces and their potential enemies, are variable ele­
ments, and their assessment would be somewhat speculative.

Some special problems

Certain problems stand out among the various elements in our 
subject, and mention can be made here of a few of these.

The first is how to prepare the people for their liberation fight. 
Should it be done by attempting to revolutionise the masses, or by 
militarising them? W e maintain that they should be revolutionised, 
and by revolution we understand “a powerful right hand which 
will catch the tyrants by the throat” , “a spontaneous movement 
overthrowing everything in the name of its hate of the enemy” . 
Some oppose such propaganda: they demand militarisation of the 
masses, that is, they want to give revolutionary spontaneity and 
patriotism a systematic, organised form based on a hierarchic sub­
ordination, as in a military organisation.

The second problem is this: to what extent does our foreign 
policy depend on the geopolitical situation of Ukraine? Geography 
still influences to a considerable extent the plans of the U .P .A . 
regarding its strategic terrains and bases.
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The third important problem is that of security in the under' 
ground. Security is achieved by means of intelligence, counter' 
espionage, mobility, organisation of the population, and by routine 
means employed also by regular armies— for example, discipline. 
The Ukrainian underground has its central organs which perform 
these duties. Along with the expansion of the resistance movement, 
the problem of security becomes more and more complicated. Its 
general headquarters, camps and other institutions must be placed 
in inaccessible places. All the installations are moveable; they are 
protected by a special system of guarding and of alarm. Every 
institution endangered by an action can be quickly evacuated to a 
new place prepared beforehand. A n important part is thus also 
played by the principles of conspiracy worked out by the under' 
ground during its fight.

The problem of security is linked with the problem of a purpose' 
ful control of the population to secure its support and loyal co' 
operation. The Ukrainian underground performs such duties by:

1. Education of the population, giving the purpose of the 
underground movement, and its national aims;
2. Rejection of those who are disloyal;
3. Organisation of the population in order to secure actual 
assistance, and this is particularly the work of the O .U .N . 
(Organisation of Ukrainian Nationalists);
4. The protection of the population from oppression by the 
occupant.

The fourth problem is that of cadres. Here individuality and 
devolution to the cause are the most important factors and influence 
the framework of organisation of the whole underground. For the 
revolution needs specialists in political warfare and propaganda, in 
organisation of underground fight, in partisan warfare, in the pro' 
blems of security and intelligence, and it needs technical specialists.

Other problems, such as morale and technique— war supplies, 
arms, signal and medical services— are not complicated and need not 
be dwelt upon in this article.

Our general conclusion is that the political conception of the 
U .H .V .R . is sound, and is a fine achievement and organ of the 
Ukrainian political idea. It is today, and will be in the near future, 
the guide of the Ukrainian people; and the study and furtherance of 
this conception is an important duty of the liberation movement as 
a whole.
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Olexander T ourchen\o

Bolshevism &  "Internationalism 99

It may seem axiomatic that Communism, or Bolshevism— if not 
exactly adequate as a phenomenon of the so-called “scientific social­
ism” of M arx and Engels and its practical realisation in subsequent 
historical and geographical circumstance— is at least an ideological 
deduction from Marxism that remains more or less true to Bolshevik 
postulates and historic objectives. For the Bolsheviks themselves 
published, in official declarations, the theoretical principles of the 
two German socialists of the last century, although these principles 
had, of course, been duly “developed” and “examined” by the Rus­
sian, V . Ulyanov-Lenin, and his successor in office, Djugashvili- 
Stalin, into an ideological Koran, the only permissible— or, rather, 
obligatory— conception of life within the boundaries of the Com­
munist state.

One may ask whether contemporary Russian Bolshevism attains 
to the theoretical claims and demands of German Marxism of the 
last and current centuries, and whether this Bolshevism has its 
entire origin in the “scientific socialism" of the Communist Mani­
festo of 1848?

Is it the case that the philosophical, social, political and historical 
system which originated in the concrete conditions of social develop­
ment of W estern Europe, and which, according to the statement 
of its creators, had its roots in purely European sources— English 
political economy, French socialism and German philosophy— is 
indeed so nigh to the future socio-theoretical re-organisers of Russia, 
a country on an incomparably lower level of political, social and 
economic development? Or is it that the system acted at the most 
as the ideological signpost for the fathers of Russian “revolutionary 
Marxism” ?

First of all we should bear in mind the important fact that the 
Bolsheviks themselves, while underlining their Marvist orthodoxy, 
call their ideological faith not simply “Marxism” but “Marxism- 
Leninism” . In this way emphasis is laid upon the new independent 
contribution made by the Bolsheviks to the Marxist philosophical 
doctrine. In accordance with an official statement, “Leninism”'— to 
take this term separately— is the Marxism of the “period of imper­
ialism and of proletarian revolutions” : which means that it is, as
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asserted by its creators and theorists, an elaboration of Marxist 
doctrine in the light of the new historical situation after the death 
of its creators. On the other hand, should one try to denote the 
doctrine as a whole, then the old name is quite inadequate in the 
eyes of its Russian followers and their successors. And therefore 
it appears that there is in question not only a further— in point of 
time— projection of Marxism, but also a more or less significant 
revision of its fundamental principles. In studying the Leninist 
theorists it may indeed transpire that, under a camouflage of “com' 
pletions”, “further developments” , and so on, of Marxism, con' 
temporary Russian Communism carried out a far-reaching revision 
of the theoretical structure of the doctrine of Marx and Engels, 
especially in those sectors that did not harmonise with the objectives, 
aims and tactics of their Russian “revolutionary” successors. In 
connection with this revision one may recall the following tenets of 
modern Communism: the possibility of a socialist revolution “in 
one country” , the theory of Lenin concerning the “dictatorship 
of the proletariat” as instanced in the Soviet government, the theory 
of the so'called “breaking of the weaker link” of world capitalism, 
the theory of the Communist Party as the “champion of the class 
struggle”, the “theory” of Stalin that a one'party system is the 
only form of “dictatorship of the proletariat” , and so on. One can' 
not deal here with all the changes and additions made by Bolshe' 
vik theorists to Marxist dogma, hitherto considered orthodox and 
inviolable. It is only necessary to stress the point that the leaders 
and followers of “revolutionary Marxism”— as asserted by Lenin 
himself— were not inclined to treat Marxist theory as something 
exclusive and sacrosanct. For Lenin considered an “independent 
elaboration of Marxist theory” by Russian Marxists as “especially 
urgent” . His successor Stalin preferred “creative” Marxism to 
“dogmatic” Marxism and asserted that he must support the former.

Especially interesting with reference to our subject is the in' 
novation of Russian “creative MarxisovLeninism” as a highly gift' 
ed deduction by Stalin himself with regard to the “championship 
by Russia” of world revolution; also the false idea that “only 
Europe can guide us”, the assertion that the centre of the revolu' 
tionary workers’ movement had been transferred to the East during 
the 19th. and the beginning of the 20th. centuries, and the theses 
dealing with the leading role of the Russian proletariat, et catera.

The points just quoted briefly above should show clearly enough 
that the roots of peculiarities in Russian “revolutionary Marxism
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do not only lie in conflicting conceptions within the common 
ideology, but also in the differing sources of German “scientific 
socialism” and of Russian Bolshevism.

Lenin and his followers have always emphasised the fact that, 
while being inveterate Marxists, they did not deny the ideological 
and political legacies of the Russian “pre-Marxist socialists” or “re­
volutionary democrats”— Byelinsky, Chernyshevsky and others. Le­
nin saw in this heritage, on the contrary, the national pride of the 
Great Russians (Muscovites) who to his way of thinking had con­
tributed generously to the “enrichment” of socialistic world thought. 
The official Party history remarks, certainly with a degree of 
precaution, on an ideological “dullness’ in the “pre-Marxist period” . 
But the part that the latter period played is significant inasmuch 
that without its contribution “productive Marxism” could not have 
taken root in Russia.

Sources of non-official Soviet history of Bolshevism prove clearly 
that the part played by non-Marxist predecessors in the formation 
and development of Russian Communism was far more important 
than is admitted by official historians: it was these factors and 
not the Western conceptions of Marx and Engels that were decisive 
in the evolution of the doctrine and method of Russian Bolshevism. 
As Lenin himself confessed, Chernyshevsky’s influence upon his 
own ideology was almost decisive. He admitted also that thanks 
only to Chernyshevsky, “he first became acquainted with philo­
sophical materialism” . It was Chernyshevsky who demonstrated to 
the future leaders of Bolshevism “what qualities a revolutionary 
should have, what rules he should follow, how he should gain his 
ends, by what method he should proceed. In other words, the 
future methods of Russian “revolutionary Marxism”— the main 
weapon of Russian Marxism in the struggle for domination and in 
the organisation of the total subjugation of the peoples of the former 
Russian empire— was elaborated, first of all, under the direct in­
fluence of Chernyshevsky.

In the well-known proclamation The Young Russia, published 
by an underground circle in May 1862, which continued the social- 
political programme of Chernyshevsky, there were, as stated by a 
member of this circle, Mitskevitch, many catchwords that have been 
realised by the October revolution: one may find here the prophecy 
that Russia would first perform the great task of socialism; here 
the organisation of collective factories is called for, collective trade 
advocated, the nationalisation of the land, the confiscation of ec-



40 THE UKRAINIAN REVIEW

clesiastical wealth, the categorical demand for a strict centralised 
party to complete the revolution. A fter a successful revolution 
this centralised party was to lay as quickly as possible the founda- 
tions of a new economic and political life by means of a dictator' 
ship; and this dictatorship would regulate election to a national 
assembly in such a way that no adherents of the old social order 
could be elected to that body. All these demands were met in the 
October revolution— with the one exception that there was no 
proletariat. The ideas and maxims of “classical” Marxism were by 
no means all realised after the October revolution, and it was 
noticeable that the Russians were not even attempting to realise 
them. The principles of The Young Russia on the other hand 
were carried out in their entirety by the “dictatorship of the pro- 
letariat” in accordance with the teachings of Lenin and Stalin; 
for this idea— “dictatorship of the proletariat”— had taken shape 
in the mind of the founder of Bolshevism under the influence of 
The Young Russia rather than of the Marxist formulae. A n  active 
adherent of the “Young Russian” group, Mme Yasseneva, once 
stated that Lenin always stressed one point of its Jacobin pro' 
gramme when discussing with her problems of taking over power. 
She added: “I am now more than ever convinced that he was 
already at that time speaking of a dictatorship of the proletariat” . 
It  was Lenin himself, moreover, who “completed” M arx by as' 
sorting that the working class does not evolve the essentials of 
a socialist consciousness in the course of its natural development, 
but that socialist consciousness must be brought to the proletariat 
“from without”— an assertion termed as an ideological heresy by 
the orthodox Marxist Plekhanov. Lenin in fact accepted the whole 
programme and method of the “Jacobins” but failed to perceive 
one important element: on what “people” would the promotors 
rely? And it was in looking for the answer to this question that 
the future Russian dictator seised upon the idea of M arx. The 
proletariat, the “grave-digger” of the former social order, a class 
that would not create a new ideology or a new order, but would 
be the executor of new ideas brought “from without” by socialist 
intellectuals. Special appreciation of the non-Russian predecessors 
of Bolshevism has found its official expression in contemporary 
Soviet historical doctrine and political theory. A  Soviet document 
of 1947 characterises these pro-Marxist trends amongst Russians 
as follows: “The higher form of pre-Marxist socialism consisted 
of the theories of the great Russian revolutionary democrats of
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the 19th. century— Herzen, Byelinsky, Chernyshevsky and Dobro- 
lyubov...” In revolutionary effort the great Russian Utopians ex­
celled by far the utopian socialists of the W est, and, in consequence, 
“scientific socialism” originating in Germany with M arx and Engels 
and then “supplemented and enriched” by Lenin in Russia has been 
conditioned by Russian pre-Marxist socialists rather than by W est­
ern historic development. The “Leninism” that originated in Rus­
sia and adopted inferences and conclusions of M arx with regard 
to the development of the capitalist world, together with a certain 
prognosis of Marxism on the basis prepared by Russian “revolu­
tionary democrats”, has become a real and complete “scientific 
Communism” .

Such are, to a certain extent, the features of a conscious or 
half-conscious historical connection between the Bolshevism of Lenin 
and its non-Russian predecessors. But far more important for a 
clear understanding of the spiritual nature of Russian Communism 
are those phenomena that arise and crystallise within it without 
Being openly recognised and sometimes even being in direct con­
tradiction to it. The Russian— that is, the deeply national— nature 
of Bolshevism is national in the sense that it originated in the 
specific conditions of the Russian historical process, and has sources 
not merely in the Russian ideological processes and movements of 
the last historical period. Its roots may be found also in the more 
removed periods, and traced through all epochs of Russian history 
since the Rostov-Suzdal. It  will be appropriate here to cite but a 
few of the characteristics of Russian national history, making use 
of the works of the two most prominent Russian intellectuals of 
our time— Berdyayev and Fedotov.

On the dependence of Bolshevism— as discussed above— upon 
the “revolutionary democrats” of the mid 19th. century, Berdya­
yev declares that even Byelinsky “could be considered...as one of 
the predecessors of Marxist socialism and perhaps of Communism 
as well” . T o  verify the assertion further one may look at portraits 
common to the early “enlightener” of the last century and the 
future “revolutionary Marxist” . Berdyayev states: “It is erroneous 
to believe that the socialism of Byelinsky was sentimental. Byelinsky 
was vehement...and to a certain extent malicious” . One finds in 
Byelinsky that distinctly developed distrust with regard to the 
people, the tendency towards leadership and domination o f the 
broad masses despite all propaganda declarations— “The people are
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so foolish that they must be led to their happiness by force” . Berd- 
yayev is convinced that the political cynic and terrorist Tkachov 
was a “greater forerunner of Bolshevism than M arx and Engels”. 
In this Berdyayev is supported by Fedotov who takes it for granted 
that another Russian “Jacobin” , the “malicious Nechayev” , gave—  
perhaps unconsciously— to Lenin the impulse “ to learn organisa- 
tional and tactical immorality” .

The way for Bolshevism was prepared by those specific circum­
stances of Russian historical development that brought forth a 
feeling of submission towards organs of government both among 
the leading circles and the people of Russia. This resulted from 
the destruction of all symptoms of Russian civic culture that might 
have revived inclination to leadership and messianism not directed 
towards the history or socio-political culture of the Russian people. 
And this characteristic led Fedotov to believe that the “new Soviet 
human being was not so much cemented in the Marxist school as 
produced in the former Muscovite Tsardom, receiving a slight 
polish at the same time” . T o look at the generation of the October 
revolution for a moment: their grandfathers lashed, each other in 
the district courts; they would visit the W inter Residence of the 
T^ars on 9 January, thus instilling their innate monarchical feel­
ings into the new red rulers. According to Berdyayev, the Russian 
people had neither political freedom nor freedom of spirit. And 
this is why a liberal revolution of the bourgeoisie in Russia which 
would require to be effected by legal means was always a utopia 
beyond the reach of Russian traditions and prevailing revolutionary 
ideas, which by virtue of these peculiarities of the Russian political 
and civil system were always totalitarian, theocratic or socialistic. 
They were products of that special political and ideological climate 
of Russian history which “in the Tartar school and in Muscovite 
service” had created a “special type of Russian human being —  a 
Muscovite type which proved to be the firmest and most obstinate 
of all changeable phenomena of the Russian national scene through­
out all its history” . T o  this inveterate Russian national type, ac­
cording to the same author, there is peculiar a sense of humanity 
and servitude on the one hand and of national exclusiveness on the 
other. His native country is unique in orthodoxy and in its socialism, 
and takes first place in the whole world: the “third Rome” . T he 
Russian human being despises the other, the W estern, world; he 
does not know it, he does not like it and he is afraid of it. His
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pathos is not freedom but that Russian “liberty” which is an urn 
limited arbitrariness without regard to others. His civic awareness 
is weak, his imperial consciousness but the stronger. This com 
sciousness, Berdyayev says, “was nourished not so much by the 
interests of the state (apart from the people) as by the thirst for 
power” . It issues from the sense of inequality, eagerness for de­
struction and violence towards the weak. The Russian national 
conscience is not acquainted with the “bourgeois virtues that are 
so highly appreciated in Western Europe and with civic respons­
ibility as well” . As Berdyayev believes, the idea of messianism is 
developed among the Russians in the same degree as it occurs 
among the Hebrews, and may be followed throughout the course 
of Russian history up to the era of Communism. For these reasons 
Moscow is believed to be the “third Rome”, the Third International 
connected with the Russian idea. Communism may be said to be 
a Russian phenomenon irrespective of the Marxist ideology; the 
latter impressed Lenin strongly as “the genuine Russian person­
ality with a tinge of Tartar feature”, impressed him on the grounds 
of its messianic idea that, through a mission of the proletariat, 
could be connected and identified with the Russian messianic idea 
—  and “that is why Leninism-Stalinism is no longer classical 
Marxism” .

Despite this, the leaders of Bolshevism declared M arx to be their 
ideological example, their ideological guide for the purpose of 
realising their plans for political and social reconstruction not only 
in Russia but throughout the world. The reasons for this declara­
tion would be out of place in this essay, but one has already been 
given— namely, the notion of the proletariat as the principal basis 
and the “fighting” force of the future social-political revolution 
upon which the Bolshevist “socialist intelligentsia” could rely. The 
“revolutionary-democrats” and “Young Russia” sought “their sup­
port among the abstractly imagined people”, especially among the 
Great-Russian peasants, i. e. among the dispersed masses who had 
recently been in bondage and were in no way capable of either 
organised or general and spontaneous action. Lenin pointed out that 
the intellectual political terrorists were mistaken in this respect 
when they began to fight against the Tsarist autocracy on behalf 
of the autocracy of the “revolutionary party” . The young Rus­
sian proletariat was not very significant but it was numerous enough 
to  represent “masses” and play a parallel role to that of the young
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German partisans of Hegel in the Communist M anifesto, and thus 
it was a sheet anchor for the revolutionary ideas and plans of the 
Russian Jacobins, as was noted by Vladimir Ulyanov, the nobleman 
of Simbirsk whose elder brother, Alexander, perished in the strug' 
gle for the ideas of “Young Russia” . And yet, on the other hand, 
to learn from the W est in the matter of purely national interests 
has been the Russian political tradition since Peter I. This latter 
“Bolshevik on the throne”— to use the words of Berdyayev— was 
enraptured with W estern patterns and forms of political organisa' 
tion and at the same time filled with aversion for the earlier forms 
of Russian state organisation, even of ancient Muscovite customs; 
and the same tendencies are found in Lenin who remarked on the 
backwardness of Russia which had led to its being beaten by “the 
Tartar Khans, Turkish Sultans and Polish landlords” . But it would 
be as great an error to see in this merely external aversion of 
Lenin to Russia any proof of his international sentiments as to 
read into the Moscow-phobia of Peter I —  the greatest reformer of 
the Russian state before the Bolsheviks— any indifference or hostility 
towards the idea of Russia as a great power.

Be this as it may, from all the ideas and philosophical trends of 
the W est advanced in the political and social sphere Lenin chose 
Marxism— above all, chose its former dogma of an overthrow by 
force and of a dictatorship of the proletariat. This ideological and 
allegedly organic connection of Bolshevism with German “scientific 
socialism” compelled the Bolsheviks to imitate the latter in principle, 
and for this reason one cannot evade the question as to what is 
national and what international in Marxism.

K. Marx and F. Engels, pupils of German classical philosophy, are 
considered to be the first precursors of the notion of internation' 
alism. In 1848 they concluded their first programme-document with 
words that have since become the sacred formula of this idea. Its 
nature had to be based not so much on principles of the solidarity 
and union of peoples— for such watchwords and ideas are not lack' 
ing in world history— but rather on instances of the preponderance 
of social over national and of class over the national in'group. T he 
thesis of the Communist Manifesto was designed by the authors 
to mobilise and organise all adherents of a European social revolu' 
tion to form one centralised body for purposes of action. And such 
hindrances to this aim as state frontiers and the instinct of cohesion 
within the national communities had to be somehow thrust aside.
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By inviting the “proletarians of all countries to unite” , the 
authors of the London Manifesto were far from wishing to eliminate 
national problems from their immediate plans or from further per­
spectives of the world— or Europe. The fathers of German “scient­
ific socialism” did not approve of the international extremism o f 
their friends and followers. Lenin justly emphasises the fact that 
“the theory of M arx is as far from disregarding national movements 
as the earth is from the sky” .

According to Engels, organisation of political and social life 
beyond the national framework is impossible. He asserts that as 
long as national independence is denied a great people is unable to 
discuss its own inner problems seriously in the light of history. The 
contention of M arx’s son-in-law, Lafargue, that nationality and 
nation may be merely outmoded prejudices, was refuted by his 
German father-in-law with great indignation because he could see 
in such a formula a far from international motive. “M y son-in-law” , 
wrote Marx, “does not understand that in denying nationality he 
is probably showing a preference for the swallowing of nationalities 
by the classical French nation” .

It is, of course, undeniable that these first attempts to realise 
their plans by the London emigrants— of which the publication o f 
the Manifesto was a part— or at least, to prepare a basis for such 
plans, was made under the conditions and within the framework o f 
the European revolutions of 1848-49, above all of the German re­
volution. M arx and Engels were on the extreme left-wing of the 
German revolutionary camp, they promoted and stood for its most 
extreme watchwords and objectives. It is no secret that this re­
volution was, above all, a struggle on behalf of the German national 
ideal, to unify the German people into one state, and that the 
German radicals of the years 1848-49 were radicals not so much 
in the social as in the national sphere. It may also be well-known 
that Marx and Engels remained to the end of their lives adversaries 
of Bismarck not only because he stood for political conservatism but 
primarily because he had created the “Little-German” conception 
of union, with Prussia as the leader while excluding Austrian lands 
from a unified German state. In this they probably differed most 
widely from F. Lassalle, the problem of German national unity 
being fundamental to all their plans for political and social recon­
struction. In saying that the proletariat should “organise the unity
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of the nation” , M arx set an aim whose realisation the weak German 
bourgeoisie could in no way achieve.

In denying the heretical conception of Lafargue that appeared 
to him dangerous to the German national revolution, M arx— albeit 
unwittingly— had no objection to the supposition that the German 
“classical” nation should play the leading part in subsequent Europ­
ean history. And with truth, for of the three national sources of 
international “scientific socialism” the Germans were to act as the 
synthesis without which the whole conception of European social 
revolution could neither be visualised nor prepared. The national 
and political formation of the German nation was a preliminary 
condition not only for the solution of German “internal affairs” but 
also for the future of socialistic Europe. The conception of a na- 
tional political re-organisation of itself existed for Engels above 
all as a problem of national self-affirmation and a right to greatness 
as a nation. M arx and Engels combatted the national liberation 
movements of the Slavic peoples of the Austrian Empire in 1848 
by terming them as counter-revolutionary, since the Slavic peoples 
in Austria were rebelling against the interests of European de­
mocracy as represented by the German revolution in this respect. 
The Danube Slavs, according to Engels, should “wait” tiff the Ger­
man people were united in one state and, by virtue of their revolu­
tion, were democratised in the political respect so that a new social 
and political order could be brought into being for the Slavs.

The conception of future revolution, so far as M arx and Engels 
were concerned, started from the provision that such revolution 
must take place simultaneously in all or in most of the civilised 
countries. Among these, thought the founders of Marxism, belonged 
those countries from which they themselves derived their own 
social theories, the central place being occupied by their native 
Germany. Marxism originated and developed on German soil. It 
had to consolidate the German community in order that this com­
munity might accomplish its historical task in Europe. It is worth 
noting that so-called classical Marxism nowhere else except in Rus­
sia spread so rapidly as in Germany and in the German-speaking 
provinces of Austria— not even in England and France, countries 
of its source. The figure of French socialism was, for example, 
Jaurès rather than Lafargue, while the British Labour Movement 
originated, according to Attlee, not from Marx but from the Bible.

For these reasons it may be concluded that the “scientific 
socialism” of M arx and Engels, appearing and growing as it did
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on German soil, was primarily an ideological trend of German 
social development. This supposition together with the actual 
political activity of its leaders and adherents in the German political 
and social scene lead us to assume also that the internationalism of 
the authors of the London proclamation was itself a phenomenon of 
German great-power ideology coupled with the notion of German 
leadership of the “civilised nations” , while these latter would also 
have leading functions with regard to the remaining “uncivilised” 
world.

Russian Bolshevist-Leninism has been quick to take advantage 
of these elements in classical Marxism to further its own historical 
interests; it has extended the mission of “civilised nations”— with 
socialist Germany in the centre— to devolve on Russia as regards 
leadership of a reorganised future world that will reach almost to 
planetary dimensions.

By proclaiming itself the most orthodox revolutionary form of 
Marxism, Bolshevism has announced its international postulates and 
watchwords with especial emphasis. Under the cloak of an extreme 
class internationalism Lenin commenced a certain policy during the 
First W orld W a r : Russian Bolshevism began to oppose so-called 
“social patriotism” , the defection of the major part of the socialistic 
world movement from the “purity” of international Marxist theory 
thus providing an absolute defence. Stalin had already emphasised 
that the workers of the whole world are “above all members of 
a unique class or family, members of the unique army of socialism” . 
All elements in national and other orders which hinder the realisa­
tion of the idea of international solidarity must be removed. All 
attempts to take as principles of social life the principles of nation 
and nationality as fundamental to organic human community were 
blamed as phenomena of anti-proletarian “bourgeois” tendencies 
and influences which should be mercilessly opposed. “Bourgeois” 
nationalism and proletarian internationalism are, according to the 
teachings of Lenin, two hostile watchwords incapable of compromise 
in that they represent two class camps of the capitalistic world, and 
express two policies— even two philosophies.

And yet, during this period of the greatest emphasis on inter­
national watchwords, Lenin keeps away from extreme international 
trends in Bolshevism and in world social-democracy (viz;. Rosa 
Luxemburg, E. Bukhanin, Pyatakov, Artem and others who, like 
Paul Lafargue, denied the existence of the national problem for
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“■proletarian socialism” by describing it as a “historical relic”). The 
motives for denial on the part of Lenin of the “national nihilism” 
advocated by so-called followers of Luxemburg were certainly not 
the same as those which impelled M arx against his son-in-law. M arx 
feared that behind these cosmopolitan extremes of the French M arx­
ist there lurked a tendency to place France in the lead of a social­
ist world instead of Germany. The leader of Russian Marxism was, 
however, not afraid of being overrun by the German or Polish 
followers of Luxemburg since Russian Marxism was alive and 
established in a great power of vast extent. On the other hand, the 
international conception of the followers of Luxemburg seemed to 
offer great possibilities to Russian Bolshevism which aimed to 
gather the broadest possible “masses of workers of all nationalities 
on the broad basis of a struggle for socialism” . The leader of the 
Russian “revolutionary proletariat” did, however, fear that the 
proclamation of the principles of “national nihilism” would 
immediately incite all the national liberation movements of the 
numerous peoples of Tsarist Russia against his policy. In addition, 
by directing his future reforms not only against the former political 
and social order in Russia but also against “world imperialism”, 
that is, against the whole system of the national-political relations 
of the Western world, Lenin attempted to utilise the immense forces 
of the liberation movements of the colonial nations. For this purpose, 
international direction of Leninist Bolshevism includes in its pro­
paganda arsenal the watchwords of national maximalism, such as 
the right of peoples to self-determination “inclusive of their national 
separation” . It  is true that Bolshevist theory tries from time to time 
to limit this “right” and to subordinate it to the exigencies of 
international propaganda: “W e should not forget,” wrote Stalin 
in one of his letters, “that beside the right of nations to their self- 
determination there is also a right of the working class to strengthen 
its power” ; and this right is a “higher right” . In the event of col­
lision, the first therefore should cede to the latter.

The internationalism of Lenin was, even in its prime, deprived 
o f any cosmopolitan features such as negation of the nation and 
of nationality as political and social factors. It was as much “supra­
national” as the German “scientific socialism” of M arx and the 
French internationalism of Lafargue. Lenin was profoundly con­
vinced that the “classical”— in this case the Russian— nation would 
play the leading role in the future international movement. The 
proclamation of the most extreme international and cosmopolitan
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watchwords and principles could in no way endanger the culture 
and political independence of a great nation provided these watch" 
words and principles were not promulgated by the active forces of 
another and greater power. Also the deliberate restriction of the 
right to national self "determination— in the interests of the “dictator" 
ship of the proletariat” , naturally— did not endanger either the state" 
hood or the independence of Russia. The right had hitherto been 
demanded by people deprived of their own statehood, while the 
higher right, the right of the proletariat to political power, was 
always guaranteed for the imperial nation thanks to the independent 
and dominating position of the latter. Thus the internationalism of 
the Russian Bolsheviks, no more than the watchword of the G er­
man authors “Workers .of all countries— unite” , was in no way 
the expression of supranational trends in social life, but merely 
an instrument of great power ambitions— in this case those of the 
Russians, though camouflaged by a form of the national assimila" 
tion of smaller and greater nations by the immense national organ' 
ism of Russia. This inner nature, and, to some extent, hidden 
aim of Russian Marxism and Bolshevism was skilfully termed “Pro" 
letarians of all countries— Russify yourselves!” by the creator of. 
Ukrainian nomMarxist socialism, M . Drahomanov, who declared 
that the well'known watchword of the London Manifesto would, 
sound better in the Russian idiom.

The second quarter of the 20th. century was remarkable for 
the acute crisis of ideas, or watchwords, concerning internationalism 
throughout the world. In the Soviet Union, according to Staling 
the national movements of the people of the former Tsarist Empire 
aiming at liberation and self'determination were far more dangerous 
for Russia than the Russian “internationalists” prior to 1917 could 
have imagined. )

Under such conditions, and particularly in consequence of the 
non-arrival of world revolution resulting in the necessity “of 
building up socialism in one country only”, the international-prc* 
letarian basis of the Communist empire became small and insufficient. 
In the 1930’s there commenced a thorough revision and revalua' 
tion of formerly existing Marxist'Lenin international definitions 
and slogans. The Bolshevists themselves began to unmask the ideo* 
logical and practical principles and aims of Bolshevism. Instead erf 
the idea of the world proletariat the Bolsheviks pushed forward 
the idea of the “native country” . In place of the international
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solidarity of the proletariat, “Soviet patriotism” was given first 
place in Russia. The conception of internationalism itself— not 
officially refuted— has been interpreted in the sense that the notion 
of internationalism does not exclude such patriotism but “on the 
contrary originates from genuine patriotism— from the love of the 
fatherland, from pride in its famous progressive revolutionary tradi­
tion and from hatred of its subjugators” . Thus writes a contempo­
rary Soviet citizen. The greatest expert of Soviet state science, 
P. Vyshinsky, tried to “throw a bridge” between the old interna­
tional watchwords and the later conceptions of patriotism on the eve 
of the Second W orld W a r : “The fatherland that is the political, 
cultural and social neighbourhood is the most effective factor in 
the class struggle of the proletariat.. .The native country, the father- 
land, belonged in the historical sense to the respective people that 
inhabit it, who develop their culture and defend their independence 
and freedom” .

The historical problems of the proletariat and its own class party 
acquired another character forthwith. Instead of struggling for inter­
national unity among “the workers of all countries” , the Com­
munists of Europe and Asia have, before all, to defend the national 
sovereignty” of their countries, allegedly endangered by “American 
imperialism” . In November 1952, at the X IX th . Congress of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Stalin, in addressing the 
foreign Communists and their political adherents, spoke as follows:

“The banners of national independence and sovereignty have 
been jettisoned. You and no-one else but you will have to bear 
these banners because you are the representatives of the Communist 
and democratic parties; you must carry the banners if you wish 
to be patriots of your country and if you desire to become a ruling 
force in your nation” .

Especially flagrant are these new forms of Bolshevist political 
ideology if the so-called “rootless cosmopolitism” is considered. 
In 1937 it was held to be a political utopia which could not be 
attained apart from the internationalist framework, but in 1953 
this cosmopolitism is termed a “reactionary bourgeois ideology that 
refutes the national traditions and national sovereignty, preaches an 
indifferent attitude towards the fatherland and national culture” . 
T he party “combats cosmopolitism without mercy” because it 
“humiliates itself before the rotten bourgeois culture and is un­
friendly towards the great Russian culture". It is interesting to note
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that the former Russian dominant circles are reproached— not with 
their nationalistic and imperialistic attitudes— but with their humilia­
tion before the W est and their hatred of the Russian people, their 
great democratic culture, their national traditions. The October 
revolution of 1917 was declared by the supreme representative of 
the Soviet state, K. Voroshilov, as a certain Russian national re­
volution, a political action that had to be taken to save the Empire 
“from national catastrophe” .

But these national and patriotic definitions and watchwords of 
Bolshevism, like its earlier international formulae, served the same 
historical purpose: first, to save, then, to strengthen the Russian 
great power and to realise its aspirations of world leadership. A fter 
the decline of the attraction of international watchwords of world 
revolution, these watchwords were refuted in the non-Communist 
world; and Bolshevism, the most effective organised force of modern 
Russian imperialism, has mobilised first of all Russian aggressive 
nationalism for the purpose of realising its aims. Patriotic watch­
words for the non-Soviet peoples had to be merely subsidiary in­
struments in the struggle against the great forces of the free world.

The old international class conception of a world proletariat as 
unique and equal in all its national ramifications has been replaced 
by the idea of a community of “socialist nations”— and also of those 
marching towards socialism— that are said to have equal rights 
but not the same political opportunities. A  new idea of a “leading 
nation” has been launched by the Russians; and this leading nation 
should have the only historical right to universal political and 
cultural development in the community of the nations of the whole 
world. Other nations would have more or less limited opportunities 
for the development of their national life. The great, leading— i. e. 
Russian— nation must create the greatest values of mankind because 
the Russians were the first who— not only in consequence of certain 
historical, economic and political reasons, but also because of certain 
peculiarities of their national character— created a new and most 
progressive political and social order. A  contemporary Soviet public­
ation concerning V . Byelinsky emphasises the positive role of this 
prominent Russian of the last century since he alone foresaw the 
possibility of the Russian nation “creating the greatest culture that 
has no equal in the world” . No nation, even if “socialist” , can be 
recognised as equal in respect of creative potentialities with the 
great Russian nation because that nation was the first among equal
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nations to play a decisive role in extending socialism within the 
Soviet great power. According to Byelinsky the Russian nation is 
unique among other Slavic tribes in that it created a strong and 
powerful state and should accordingly be “at the head of the whole 
Civilised world” . The Russian nation created “the most progressive” 
political and social theory in the world— Leninism. And therefore 
all nations of the world should “recognise the leading role of the 
Soviet Union over which rules the Russian nation...”
• Bolshevism as a philosophical, political and social theory and 
system has existed for about 50 years. In the course of this period 
it has undergone many stages of ideological and tactical organisa-' 
tion. Also during this period, the Bolshevist leaders and theorists 
have proclaimed varying and often contrary principles and “truths” 
that sustained changes from an extreme internationalism to a vulgar 
notion of a nationalistic great power. However, in the course of 
its existence and development as an ideology of political movement 
and state system, Russian Bolshevism— that had its origin in com­
plicated and conflicting processes of Russia’s historical past, and 
which, in addition, was provided with ideological method from the 
“scientific socialism” of the German W est— has remained right up 
|o the present day the bearer of one principal historic idea, aiming 
at the conservation and strengthening of a mighty world power 
with Russia at its head. According to the partisans of the Bolshe­
vist religion, in the achievement of this decisive aim in world 
History, there would also be realised the ideals of international 
world Communism, the seeds of which have fallen on favourable 
soil— on, that is, the idea of universal Russian leadership.

- The International Commission against Concentration Camp Practices 
published a great deal of evidence about repression in Communist China 
and also about strikes in Siberian camps in its Information Bulletin for 
August-November 1955. The Report is obtainable from 5 Rue Daunou, 
Paris 2e.

T H E  UKRAIN IA N  R E V IE W
.The publishers of T h e Ukrainian R eview  welcome contributions of articles, 

poems, and reviews in English from readers of any nationality. They do not 
tvish to confine the contents of the Magazine to one particular viewpoint 
with regard to the problem of Ukraine.
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Dmytro Donzow

For the Spiritual Heritage of K y iv

As an ugly blot on the conscience of the W est there endures even 
yet the contact of some of its circles with the so-called “Russian 
Orthodox Church” .

Few people in the W est realise what role, according to the de­
sign of the Kremlin, this “Church” is expected to play, but to some 
of those few who do understand belongs the journal “Ecrits de 
Paris”.* Around this monthly is grouped a small circle of people 
who wish to stand in counterpoise to the Sartre-Mendes-Picassoist, 
Russophile and “ progressive” bedlam of “modem” Paris.

In a recent issue of the journal there is an interesting article 
by P. C. Berger, “La troisième Rome” . The author restates briefly 
the history of the pre-Stalinist and, in greater detail, of the Stalin­
ist Russian Church. The “concordat”, signed on 23 September 
1943 in the name of the U .S .S .R . by Stalin and by the Metropo­
litan Sergius, had a long-term objective: to make the Russian 
Church an instrument of Muscovite imperialism. The Russian 
Church, so writes Berger, was never remarkable for a spirit of 
resistance to the Caesars, but was always at the service of their 
policies, both external and internal to the Empire. Under Bolshe­
vism this Church had its martyrs, but never declared itself in fight 
against the Godless regime. Now it bestows its blessing upon this 
regime— rendering what is God’s to Caesar. In his declaration the 
Metropolitan Sergius, speaking in wartime, stated that although 
“there exists in Russia anti-religious propaganda, persecution ceased

* Edited by the Société Parisienne d’Edition et de Publication, 354 rue 
St'Honoré, Paris.
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long ago...” Obviously this was untrue, and in giving his blessing 
to the regime carrying on anti-religious propaganda, the Metropo­
litan Sergius unwittingly confirmed that very little remained in 
common between his “Church” and “religion” .

A fter the conclusion of this “concordat” there began a new chapter 
in the policy of the U .S.S .R . with regard to its Church— the aim 
of which was to achieve spiritual hegemony, the primacy of the 
Russian Church in the Orthodox countries beyond the borders 
of the Soviet empire. The Kremlin wishes to mould Orthodoxy 
into a new fifth column of imperialism, the “oecumenical column” 
to use the words of the author. The hierarchy of the Soviet-dominat­
ed Church at once grasped the fact that the Godless communist 
state— even though solely pursuing its own interests— would help 
the Russian Church to achieve its age-old dream and make the 
Moscow Patriarch a “Katolikos” of all the Orthodox faithful in 
Eurasia, Africa and America— for in the latter the author estimates 
there to be about 1,200,000 people of the Greek Orthodox faith. 
Archbishop Nikolai Krutitsky, second in rank in the Soviet Church 
hierarchy (Alexiy having now succeeded Sergius as Patriarch), 
while travelling through Western Germany, declared “the way 
towards the community of nations can only be realised through 
Christian community”— lead, of course, by the Muscovite-Stalinist 
Patriarch. Developing the idea of Berger, I would add that, while 
the first slogan of Moscow was “Slavs of all countries unite!” , 
and then “Proletarians of all countries, unite!”, it is now “Colonial 
peoples, unite” , while gradually a newer slogan is being formed 
— “the Orthodox of all countries, unite!” In all cases, naturally, 
they are to unite under the leadership of Moscow.

The realisation of this plan proceeds slowly and steadily, through 
the united efforts of the atheistic regime and Godless Church, at­
tended by the criminal indifference or misguided sympathy of some 
representatives of the Western “élite” . Nikolai, who is mentioned 
above, commenced to busy himself with organising “a system of 
exchange” between the young Protestant theologians and Russian 
Orthodox seminarists. Meanwhile the Patriarch of Moscow has 
under his jurisdiction all Orthodox Churches in the U .S .S .R ., and 
his diocese spreads over eight million square miles. He has already 
virtually subordinated to himself the once autonomous Churches 
of Ukraine, Georgia, Armenia, Byelorussia, Latvia, and Estonia, 
also the Orthodox Churches of Bulgaria, Rumania, Albania, Czecho-
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Slovakia and Poland. In East Berlin resides the Exarch of the 
“Third Rome” for “all the Germanic lands” , and the Russian 
Bishop “for the whole of Austria” has his seat in Vienna. Out 
of four Eastern Patriarchs two, those of Alexandria and Antioch, 
have recognised the “Patriarch of the Slavs” . Under the administra' 
tion of Sergius six million “reconverted” Greek-Catbolics o f Uk- 
rainian Galicia and Rumania were handed over to his authority. 
The final aim of this movement is, writes our author under his 
penmame of Berger, “to realise the pretensions of Russian Ortho' 
doxy to oecumenicism— that is, to transfer to Moscow the centre 
of world Orthodoxy, and consequently to take over the role and 
importance of Byzantium, thus becoming “the Third Rome” . The 
intention of the Soviet government is to use this force for their 
advantage, to further their own, likewise “oecumenical” , world 
revolution.. .”

On the whole, the author has a fair idea of the role of Orthodox 
Kyiv. He writes thus: “The support of the imperialist tendencies 
of the Russian Church by the Soviet government clearly stands 
out in the recognition of the status of the Moscow Patriarch by 
the U .S.S .R . as above that of the Orthodox Autocephalic Churches 
of Georgia, Armenia and Ukraine. By the “concordat” of 1943 
the Communist state recognised Georgia’s right to have her own 
Patriarch under the Patriarch of Moscow. Two years later the 
same right was acknowledged for the Armenian Church, which 
took third place after the Patriarchs of Moscow and Georgia. A s 
to the Ukrainian Church, six centuries older than the Muscovite 
one, the Communist authorities— as the Tsarist ones earlier— not 
only denied its ancient primacy, but simply abolished its autonomy. 
The old strife between Moscow and Kyiv was decided by Stalin 
in favour of Russian supremacy. Just as in the 17th. century, the 
Russian state, now Communist, recognises all Orthodox com' 
munities except the Ukrainian Church. The latter seems to be, in 
the eyes of the Soviet government, an inseparable part of the Rus' 
sian Church, and the Kyivan Metropolitan has been forced to 
satisfy himself with the rank of Exarch, canonically subordinate to 
the Russian Patriarch.”

So much for the French author, who does not search any deeper 
into the causes, prospects and meaning o f the rivalry between 
M oscow  and Kyiv in his treatment o f the problem. In a few  words
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I  should now like to show the importance for Ukraine of this 
coming “Orthodoxisation” of Bolshevism and the “concordat” of 
the Russian Church with the devil.

The Russians have learnt from the Tartars the way to weld a 
horde together into a mailed fist, but they are unable to produce 
a novel idea. In the material sphere they live on the robbery of 
alien lands, in the spiritual sphere they live on robbery of foreign 
ideas. From Byzantium they took the idea of a world empire, from 
the Czechs the idea of Panslavism, from the Germans (M arx, 
Engels) the idea of “social justice”— communism, from the French, 
the idea of the revolution of “sansculottes” . For, indeed, the naked 
instinct of the insatiable Muscovite Moloch, the urge to steal, kill, 
and appropriate other people’s property, the urge of the nation, 
parasitical as it was, had to be covered up by blinding slogans—  
which themselves, too, consisted of stolen and distorted foreign 
ideas. W ithout these the plebeian would not be attracted to the 
Muscovite fishhook, and although he permits himself to be taken in 
(decipiatur!), he also “vult decipi", wishes to be deceived by such 
slogans, like the stupid hare which runs in front of you along the 
track you wish him to take so long as he is pursued by the blinding 
glare of your headlights. Just as, half a century before the 1917 
revolution, the blinding light of “autocracy” began to dim, now 
the electric bulbs of “Communist revolution” are beginning to 
fade. The incantations of Kaganovich to the old melody o f “Let 
the thunder of victory roll” , are of little importance. He himself 
knows that he calls in vain, for, if it were otherwise, why do the 
Bolsheviks rely on the national, rather than the social, revolution 
in the world outside the U .S .S .R .? Whether “an age and a h a lf’ 
will pass before this process is complete, as the prophets declare in 
their incomprehensible language, or only “the iron number of years” , 
we cannot say, but the collapse of the whole Babylonian tower of 
present-day materialist civilisation approaches with gigantic steps. 
And when this monstrous tower does collapse into ruins and a 
new life has to be reconstructed, humanity will gaze with renewed 
admiration at all things spiritual, mystical— such a process has 
already begun— as at the only guiding star which can lead us out of 
our contemporary hell. This is felt also by the “magi, seers and 
priests” both of the Russian government and the Russian Church 
(Kaganovich, to o !). And it is precisely for such an eventuality 
that they are preparing a new mascarade— to insert for the benefit



S. Sophia o f  Kyiv from  the South-East 
( built 1037)



D etail o f  the H O LY  V IR G IN  M osaic (11th. C.) 
in the Cathedral o f  S. Sophia, Kyiv. 

[Reproduced from U krain ian  A rts, New York 1955]



FOR THE SPIRITUAL HERITAGE OF KYIV 5 7

of the stupid “hares” new “Orthodox'oecumenical” bulbs into the 
glaring lamps of the Kremlin... T o  deceive in its turn that coming 
enthusiasm of the masses and to direct on to its own rails the urge 
for the liberation of the Slavs or proletariat, or colonies— that is 
the essence of the alliance of Bolshevism with Orthodoxy. In this 
lies also the secret of the intolerant attitude of Moscow to Kyiv 
which is seen as a fact though without understanding of its causes, 
by “Ecrits de Paris” , especially in the rivalry of those two cities 
in the ecclesiastical and religious sphere. For a social revolution 
the Russians needed a M arx; in order that “Mother Russia” 
should— if the appropriate time arrives— appear in the mask of 
a “spiritual renovation” of the world, she needs K yiv : she needs 
its ancient Pecherska Lavra Monastery, she needs the shrines of 
old Kyiv, the rich legends associated with her. All this she will 
steal, just as one of the first Suzdal princes, Andriy Bogolyubsky, 
stole the icon of the Holy Virgin of Vyshhorod, near Kyiv, and 
this has now become “our Muscovite one” .

That is why, in the plans of Moscow, Kyiv is denied not only 
ecclesiastical independence, but even autonomy. For without Kyiv 
the world mission of the Muscovite “Orthodoxy” is a mere utopia. 
This is properly understood by the Muscovite seers and priests. 
They also know that, contrary to all ambitious world plans of 
Moscow, Ukraine time and time again became the centre of Christ' 
ian Orthodox spirituality and mysticism, and always besides Byzant' 
ium there was Kyiv. Just as early Christianity found the best soil 
for its seed not in Judea, but in the better prepared Hellas, so 
Eastern Christianity has found the best soil for itself in Ukraine, 
soaked since early times with the Hellenistic culture which came 
there through the Pontic lands: not in Shamanistic Moscow, which 
has only destroyed this Christianity and this Orthodoxy. Moscow 
crippled the Ukrainian Church of Orthodox Kyiv as much as it 
could, as it now cripples the Catholic Church in Poland, Hungary, 
etc. Nonetheless, the Moscow magi know only too well (and if 
they did not Kaganovich would explain it to them) that when 
the time comes “that the Babylonian tower of Communism” created 
by Moscow will fall to ruin, then the thirsty Orthodox East, 
longing for the spiritual Truth, will turn its eyes towards Kyiv, 
with its legends, its mysticism, its faith— the faith of Mazeppa, 
Bohdan Khmelnytsky, Sahaydachny, Yaroslav and Volodymyr.


